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Dr. WI TBT 's TREATISE 

3 
ORIGINAL SIN, Oc. 


EEWP2AVING lately tranſlated Dr. I hHit- 
s Treatiſe on the Imputation 0 
Adam's Sin to his Poſterity, I had put 
into my Hands, the IVth Volume of 
Flr Mr. GPs Book, intitled, The Cauſe 
Wit of God and Truth; wherein he pro- 
1/9 pos'd to ſhew, that the Ancients were 
not of the Arminian Sentiments, con- 
e | cerning the five Points. This Per- 
formance he had ſo good an Opinion of, as to promiſe 
himſelf that, after its Publication, the Arminians ſhould 
have no Reaſon to boaſt of Antiquity on their Side: And 
tho', in my Preface to the above-mention'd Tranſlation, 
I have made it appear to the World, and forc'd him almoſt 
to confeſs, that he has been guilty of ſhameful Miſtakes, 
yet he has the Aſſurance to ſay, that by the feeble Op- 

poſition I have made, it appears, his Point is gained. 
| A2 Why 
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Why Mr. Gill calls mine a feeble Oppofition, I cant 
ſay: I ſuppoſe; . it is, becauſe it concerns only a ſmall 
Part of his Book, and that I do not conſider all his Teſti- 
monies, even in that Part. If this is his Reaſon, I ſhall 
give him the Reaſons of my Conduct. The firſt was, be- 
cauſe I judged his Performance ſo low and weak, as not 
to deſerve any particular Conſideration, his ' Quotations 
being foreign to his Deſign. 2. Becauſe, all the Paſſages 
relating to Original Sin, which were but ſeemingly material, 
in his IVth Volume, were taken out of YoJius, and ſuffici- 
ently conſidered by Dr. J/h:itby, in the preſent Treatiſe; 
ſo that if I had undertaken to confute Mr. GilPs Senſe of 
them, I muſt neceſſarily have repeated ſeveral of the ſame 
Things, to be found in the Treatiſe: A Thing, altogether 
unneceſſary. 3. When I had ſhewn the Author of The 
Cauſe of God and Truth, to be ſuch an egregious Trifler, to 
have ſo little Skill, even in the Latin Tongue, and to be fo 
injudicious, as not to know which Paſſages were to the 
Point, and which not; and fo unfair, as to repeat at 
Length, what he judged might ſeem to unwary Readers, 
to make for him, and either entirely ſuppreſs, or barely 
refer to ſuch Paſſages, as he thought would make againſt 
him; and in general, to affirm that they might be recon- 
ciled to his Opinion, by virtue of ſome fallacious Diſ- 
tinction, without daring to ſet down the Words at Length, 
that the unlearned Reader might judge, whether they 
were to be thus reconciled or no: And laſtly, when 1 
had ſhewn, that he cited ſeveral Paſſages, which were 
anſwered before his Book was publiſhed, on which he 
beſtows not the leaſt Conſideration; i. e. when I had 
ſhewn him to have ſo little Knowledge and Honeſty, I 
thought every impartial Reader would diſpenſe with me, 
for not raking farther into ſuch a Heap of Rubbiſh, 
which I have found much worſe than I have repreſented 
to the World, and concerning which I have faid nothing, 
but what I ſtill believe to be really true, and of which 
I have Reaſon to think, from the feeble Defence Mr. Gill 
makes, he himſelf is partly convinced. | 

Now, for all the Pains I have taken to ſet Things in 
a fair Light, and to bring Mr. Gui to know himfelf ; 
what have I received at his Hands? He has made me no 
Acknowledgments: Nay, inſtead of giving me Thanks, 


as a good, a humble, a virtuous Man would have done, 


and inſtead of coming to an ingenuous and open Con- 
feſſion, and giving Glory ta:God, by a publick Acknow- 
| ledgment 
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ledgment of my Charges, which would have been much 
for his Credit and Reputation, with the beſt Part of Man- 
kind; he has taken Occaſion, in a Poſiſcript to his late 
Pamphlet, in Anſwer to the Birmingbam Dialogue, to 
juſtify himſelf, partly by denying his Faults, and partly 
by palliating and excuſing them; but in ſo aukward a 
Manner, that in one Sentence, he, as it were, owns and 
confeſſes my Charge; and in the next, catching himſelf 
at Confeſſion, he recals it, as far as he is able, and ſome- 
times flatly denies, what he had before ſufficiently ac- 
knowledg'd ; ſo that 'tis eaſy to ſee, Conſcience flew in 
his Face, and that he is convinced of the Truth of what 
I have ſaid, tho' he has not ſufficient Grace, expreſly to 
own it. As to what he ſays of myſelf, fince I ſhall 
ſhew it to be falſe, it gives me no Concern : My Repu- 
tation never was in his Power: But, I am really con- 
cern'd that by perſiſting to avow ſuch known and open 
Miſtakes, and unfair Practices, himſelf ſhould ſo impair 
his Reputation, as an Author, that few in Time will re- 
gard what he ſays. But, I proceed to ſhew how weakly 
he vindicates himſelf, from the Charges I have exhibited 
inſt him. 

The firſt Thing I remark'd in Mr. Gill's Performance, 
was his Unſkilfulneſs in the Languages, which render'd 
him unfit for the Taſk he had undertaken, to give the 
World the Senſe of the Ancients, with Reſpect to the 
five Points. Of this I gave three flagrant Inſtances, oc- 
curring within. a Page of each other, and that, even 
when he had to do only with Latin Writers, the Tranſ- 
lator of {reneus, and Tertullian. N 
The firſt Inſtance of his Want of Skill, even in the 
Latin Tongue, was his rendering theſe Words in the 
Tranſlator of frenaus, Antiqua Serpentis Plaga, the old 
Plague of the Serpent; which I have rightly render'd above 
ten Limes, the old Wound of the Serpent, What ſays 
Mr. Gill to this? Why, he directly owns that the Word 
Plaga does ſignify a Mound, and does not ſo much as 
pretend that it ever ſignifies Plague. Now what is this, 
but owning his Miſtake?. And yet, after ſo fair, and 
plain a Confeſſion, he endeavours to juſtify himſelf. In 
order to this, he obſerves, fit, that the Exgliſb Word, 
Plague, is derived from Plaga: Well, 'tis allowed; but, 
it will not therefore follow, that he might without Im- 
propriety, or doing Injury to Jrenæus, render Plaga, by 
Plague, ſince Plaga never ſignifies the Plague, in any 
EO 11454 tin 
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Latin Writer whatever, tho* the Engly/h Word may be 
derived from it. To ſhew that this dreadful Diſtemper is 
Plaga, a Stroke, as the Word often ſignifies, of the Divine 
Hand, in which Senſe, *tis allowed all Afflictions ſent by 
God, as a Puniſhment on Sinners, are called Plagues, he 
has cited ſeveral "Texts of Scripture, but ſtill befide the 
Point; for in this Senſe, the Gout, the Dropſy, or the 
Small-Pox, may be call'd Plagues ; and yet, whoever ſhall 
tranſlate Plaga, in the Sentence in Queſtion, by one or 
the other of theſe Words, will, for certain, be guilty of 
a Miſ-tranſlation. \ | 

If this will not do, he has Recourſe to another Excuſe; 
which is this; that [reneus, in the Paſlage referr'd to, 
is very plainly ſpeaking of that peſtilential Diſorder, with 
which the old Serpent, by his venomous Breath, infected 
all human Nature; and therefore, I thought, ſays he, I 
might, without an Impropriety, or doing Injury tb Fenzzus's 
Senſe, ſo tranſlate it. To which I anſwer; if he did, 
indeed, think ſo, he was under a great Miſtake; for what- 
ever venomous or peſtilential Diſorder, a Serpent, old or 
young, conveys into human Nature, . he never conveys the 
Plague: A diſeaſed and diſtempered State of Body, he may: 
And therefore, when in one Place, not of Jreneus, but 
of the Commentator on him, I chang'd the Word Wound, 
into Diſeaſe, for the Sake of Variety, I did not do amiſs: 
J preſerved the Alluſion to the Bite of a Serpent, which 
not only gives a Wound, but at the ſame Time, occa- 
ſions a Diflemper or Diſeaſe in the Blood; which excel- 
lent and beautiful Alluſion, by ſubſtituting the Word 
Plague, inſtead of Hound, Mr. Gill has entirely defaced- 
and deſtroyed. Beſides, if he looks into ſrenæus, or Dr. 
Whitby's T reatiſe, he will ſoon find, that by the peſti- 
lential Diſorder, with which the old Serpent has infected 
Mankind, Irenæus does not underſtand Original Corruption, 
or the Vitioſity, as Mr. Gill imagines, whereby Man's 
Nature is depraved, but only Death and Mortality. 

The ſecond is a ſurprizing Inſtance. It reſpects a Paſſage 
of Tertullian, which he thus tranſlates : «+ Every Soul is 
“ reckoned ſo long in Adam, until it is re-reckoned, or 
c renewed in Chriſt; ſo long unclean, as long as re- 
counted: Sinful, indeed, becauſe unclean, receiving its 
« own Diſgrace, from its Society with the Fleſh.” This, 


IT call'd a barbarous Tranſlation, and defy'd even himſelf 


to make Senſe of it. He look'd it over, and found he 
could not do it, a Negative being wanting, * — 
| eſirous 
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deſirous I ſhould attribute that, to an Inadvertency in 
Writing, or an Error of the Preſs; and as ſuch let it 
paſs, 2ltho' he does not acquaint us (which ſeems a little 
ſtrange) that it was owing either to the one or the other; 
but when he affirms, he might with more Reaſon charge 
me with Ignorance, in tranſlating Inobedientia, Obedience, 
p. 269, of the Treatiſe, there is no one but muſt per- 
ceive, that this can be nothing elſe but the Product of 
Paſſion, and Uneaſineſs, at his being caught tripping, 
ſince he will find that Word rightly tranſlated in almoſt 
every Page of the Book, and in particular the third Line 
of that ſame Page. However, by his ſupplying the Word, 
not, the Paſlage runs thus: — Soul is reckoned ſo 
« long in Adam, until it is re-reckoned or renewed in 
« Chriſt, ſo long unclean as not recounted, c.“ which 
Tranſlation, altho' a little relieved, is yet falſe, and to the 
laſt Degree, barbarous ; and indeed, I am in Doubt, whe- 
ther it can be admitted to be Engliſh: For, there are ſome 
Words in it, very odd; one that is uſed out of its uſual 
Senſe, and another that I don't know was ever made uſe 
of at all in any Language. The Word recount, is, indeed, 
an Engliſh Word, but not in the Senſe *tis here uſed, it 
denoting to relate: One may ſay he'll recount a Story; but, 
we never uſe the Word, that I know of, inſtead of the 
Words reckon, or reckon anew, And then, as to re-reckon, 
*tis a Word, which I believe never was, before, made uſe 
of by any Writer whatever; and ſo ſenſible was Mr. Gill, 
of the Barbarouſneſs of his Tranſlation, and of its being 
hard to be underſtood, that he is forced to give us the 
Engliſh of it in this his Pefſcript. Tertullian's Meaning, 
fays he, is, „that a Man is fo long in Adam, until he is 
born again, renewed by the Spirit of Chriſt, gives up 
« himſelf to him, and makes a Profeſſion of him, he is 
d „ reckoned both by himſelf and others, to belong unto 
* him:” Which Interpretation is very lame, and what 
Words in his Tranflation, anſwer to the giving up him- 
way ef Chriſt, and making a Profeſſion of him, I am yet 
ge | to ſeek. 5 
However, re-reckoned, I perceive, ſigniſies in Mr. Gill, 


reckoned anew, to which he joins renewed, I ſuppoſe, by 


e- Way of Explication of the Word, re-reckoned, altho' it is, 


* 
* 


its J profeſs, an odd Interpretation of it. But neither of 
— theſe anſwers Tertullian's Senſe of the Word recenſeri: 


His laſt Word, renewed, I am ſure, no Man can think 


comes near it: Neither does the former Word, re-rechoned : 
mo 1 For, 
tous 
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For, the Word uſed by him, being derived from the Lat, 
Cenſus, an Enrolment, whence come the Verbs cenſeri, to be 
enrolled, and recenſeri, to be enrolled anew, the Mean- 
ing of the Paſſage is clear, as I have render'd it, „Every 
« Soul is reckoned in Adam, until it be enrolled anew é in 
„ Chriſt, and remains unclean, until it be thus enrolled :* 
In which Paſſage, Tertullian evidently alludes to the Cuſ- 
tom of Regiſtering or Enrolling Converts at the Time of 
their Baptiſm, and fo there's no Difficulty in this Paſſage. 
Till the Time of this Enrolment into the Second Adam, 
Tertullian affirms, that Perſons are accounted as belonging 


| to the Firſt, And, tho* Mr. Gilli repreſents it as indifferent, 
| whether this Paſſage be tranſlated his Way, or mine, I 


il e tranſlate it, ſays he, re-rechomed, he, enrolled anew, and 
[ s ſuppoſing a third Perſon render it regi/ter'd, I fee no 
| * Ignorance in tranſlating it either Way ;”* yet, by his 
i Leave, I muſt fay, tis no indifferent Thing: whether a 
Word be made uſe of, that expreſſes the Author's Senſe, 
or another that falls ſhort of it: Now, this is the 3 


— — 


Caſe: The Word enrolled anew, comes fully up to Ter- 
tullian's Senſe, gives Beauty to the Paſſage, and makes it 
eaſy, and clearly underſtood by all; the Word, re-reckogyy 3 
is obſcure, . perplex'd, and ſhort of Tertullian's Meaning: 5 
And, indeed, thefe two Words, are of fo different a Sig- 2 
nification, one intending ſo much more than the other, 
that I am ſurprized any one, even Mr. Gill himſelf, ſhould 
inſinuate, that tis in ifferent which Word is uſed; but, 
F ſhall endeavour to make him ſenſible, that theſe Words 
are of ſuch different Significations, that one may be uſed 
excluſive of the other : Thus, for Inſtance, ſeveral Perſons 
rectam Mr. Gill amongſt thoſe who have little Judgment, 
and leſs Skill in the Languages, who never will be at the 
Pains to enrol or enregi/ter him of that Number: And, 
as to himſelf, I ſuppoſe; he never reckoned he was a weak 
Man, or unſkilled in. the Tongues ; no, on the contrary, 
he boaſts of his Knowledge in Latin, Greek, Hebrew, and 
the Oriental Languages, which is littte enough, God 
knows; but, tho' be does not reckon himſelf weak and un- 
* ſkilful, yet he has enrolPd himſelf of that Number, by his 
Writings, and will continue ſuch, on Record, as long as- 
any of. his Books remain. | by Nd 
The third Inſtance of Miſ-tranſlation, I alledged, was 
his. rendering the Word Damnatro, in a Paſſage of Tertul- 
lian, p. 229, Damnation, althoò it is evident to every one, 
it can, there, mean only Condemnation to bodily 4 
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In anſwer to this, he pretends to doubt, whether Tertullian 
ſpeaks, there, only of Condemnation to a bodily Death, 
or not rather of the Condemnation, which paſſed on 
Adam and all Men, Soul and Body. Now Tertullian's 
Words are theſe; „Per quem [Satanam] homo à pri- 
« mordio circumventus, ut Præceptum Dei excederet, & 
c propterea in Mortem datus, exindè totum Genus de 
&« Semine ſuo infectum, ſuæ etiam Damnationis traducem 
c fecit:” Man in the Beginning was ſeduced by Satan, to 
tranſereſs the Command of God, and being thereupm aſſigned 


over to Death, rendered his Whole future Offspring, who 


ſhould proceed from his Loins, polluted, and Partakers of his 
Condemnation. I ſhall paſs by Mr. Gill's egregious Blunder 
in tranſlating totum Genus, his whole Kind, inſtead of his 
whole Race, or Wx. leaving it with this one Remark, 
that wherever Mr. Gill meets with a Word of ſeveral 
Significations, he appears always apt to pitch on that, 
which is moſt unſuitable to the Place he is tranſlating. 
However, this I don't charge him with, as a Fault; ſince 
Want of Judgment may not be wilful, but a natural 
Infirmity. I ſhall therefore paſs by this, and go on to 
conſider, what Death Tertullian here ſpeaks of, whether it 
is that of the Body only, or of both Body and Soul in 
Hell. For if the Death, to which Tertullian ſays, Adam 
was aſſigned, means only a corporal Death, then, when 
he ſays, all his Race were made liable to the ſame Sentence 
with him, that can intend no more, fince in this Place 
he mentions no other Sentence; nay, every where elſe, 
he declares this alone to be what was pronounced on 
Adam in the Beginning. Nature, ſays he, pronounces 
«© the Sentence of God; Earth thou art, and to Earth 
« thou ſhalt return; even he, who never hears this Sen- 
„ tence read, ſees it exccuted :?? Which Words are un- 
doubtedly not intended of the Death of Body and Soul, 
but only of the Condemnation to a mortal State: And 
elſewhere, ** When the Divine Sentence declares Man to 
be of the Earth; Earth thou art, and to the Earth thou 
« ſhalt return, becauſe of the fleſhly Part which was taken 
% from thence, and which was firſt of all call'd Man, 
e as we have before ſhewn ; it teaches me that we ſhould 
interpret, whatever God pronounces concerning the 
* Earth, reſpecting either Wrath or Favour, of the Fleth 
Dor Body of Man.” In theſe and all other Places, 
Tertullian ever ſuppoſes the Divine Sentence of Condem- 
nation pronounced againſt Man in the Beginning, to 
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concern the Body and bodily Death only, and never ſup- 
poſes it to reſpect the eternal Death of Body and Soul 
hereafter; and therefore, damnatio ſhould not have been 
tranſlated Damnation, with an Intent to deceive ignorant 
and unlearned People, but be interpreted to intend only 
Condemnation to bodily Death ; in Conformity to all the 
other Paſſages of Tertullian, Beſides, that the Death, of 
which Tertullian ſpeaks here, is no other than Mortality, 
is evident ; becauſe, he ſpeaks throughout this ſhort Trea- 
tiſe, of nothing elſe under the Name and Character of 
Death. A little after, he calls it Di/pun#ioem Vite, that is, 
the End or Deſtruction of Life; or rather, as I think it 
ſhould be, Dr:gun#iomem Vitæ, the Separation of Life, after 
which, he ſays, we ſhall continue: And lower, he men- 
tions Vite Incommodum, & Mortis a ang: the Per- 
plexity of Life, and the Advantage of Death, as owned, not 
only by Chriſtians, but others. Again, farther on, he de- 
mands, [mo cur in totum times Mortem, fi nihil eft tibi ti- 
mendum poſt Mortem, &c. Yea, why do you, on the Whole, 
fear Death, if you have nothing to fear after Death, &c. 
And then goes on ſeveral Times to mention Death, yet 
never in any other Senſe, but as it intends the Death of 
the Body; ſo that, whether the Word damnatio means 
only Condemnation to a bodily Death, or the Sentence of 
Condemnation, which Mr. Gil falſly ſays paſs'd on Adam, 
and -all Men in him, Soul and Body, will not bear any 
Diſpute. This, then, is a notorious Inſtance of Mr. Gill's 
Ignorance in tranſlating. 

There is a Paſſage of Dr. J/hitbys, Mr. Gil! has ven- 
tured to tranſlate in his Poſtſcript, of which I ſhould not 
have taken any Manner of Notice, had it not been juſt 
to obſerve, that this Man is many Degrees beneath 2 
Tranſlator, and that *tis unlikely, he ſhould ever make 
/ one, ſince he cannot tranſlate three or four Lines, without 
Miſtakes. The Doctor's Words are theſe ; Cum ea de Peccato 
Originali dicturus jim, que vulgi Captum fere ſuperant, & 
ſuper quibus ut Doctiores tantim judicarent, par eft, placuit 
etiam ea que dicenda ſunt, Lingud Doctioribus tantum nota 
proferre Seeing thoſe Things, which I ſhall ſay of Original 
Sin, for the moſt Part exceed the Capacity of the Julgar, and 
tis fitting that Men of Learning only ſhould judge of them; — 
I, therefore, thought good to publiſh it in a Language, which 
none but the Learned underſtand. Here, the Dr. gives it 
as one Reaſon, why he wrote his Treatiſe in Latin, That 
moſt Part of what he ſhould ſay, was beyond the Capacities 
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of the common Pecple ; whereas Mr. Gill makes him ſay, 
is whole Treatiſe was almoſt beyond the 8 F the 
common People. I ſaid before, that where a Word was ca- 
pable of two or three Senſes, he uſually choſe that, which 
worlſt fitted the Place. Such a Tranſlator, if he met with 
this Paſſage in Terence, Ferè Ruri ſe contitiet, inſtead of 
tranſlating it as he ſhould, he keeps for the mot Part, or 
uſually, in the Country, would render it, he lives almoſt in 
the Country; and, if he happened on this Scrap of Latin, 
Ut fer? fit, inſtead of rendering it, As it uſually falls out, 
he would tranſlate it, as it almoſt falls out, This Paſſage of 
the Doctor's he ironically tells me, I have wiſely ſuppreſſed; 
and, tho? he ſays it only in Jeſt, it is true in Earneſt ; 
for the Reaſons the Dr. then gave, for bis not publiſhing 
it in Engliſh, are now, in a great Meaſure, ceaſed ; the com- 
mon People have more Light into the Doctrine of Original 
Sin, they are more capable of entering into its Explication, 
and the Arguments relating to it Pro and Con, than they 
were, at the Time of that Publication; and then, as to 
the Treatiſe itſelf, it has lain long in the Latin Tongue, 
and has, to my Knowledge, been approved by many Learned 
Men, and was never publickly condemn'd by any; unleſs 
you will call the W 1 of Mr. Jonathan Edwards, a 
publick Condemnation : But, if you ſhould, the Dr. vin- 
dicated himſelf from his Cenſure, to the full Satisfaction 
of the Learned World. As, therefore, it had lain ſo long 
before the Learned, for their Approbation, and they have 
never paſs'd any Cenſure, I thought there was now no 
Reaſon remaining, why this Treatiſe ſhould continue 
only in the Latin Tongue, and therefore tranſlated it 
into Engliſh, for the Uſe of a private Friend, and was 
perſuaded to make it publick, that it might be of more 
eneral Uſe; being firmly perſuaded, there were but few 


| Things in it, but what the intelligent Part of unlearn'd 


Readers could now readily underſtand. There. were, 
therefore, two Reaſons, why I omitted this Preface of the 
Doctor's; the firſt was, becauſe it was unſuitable to the 
Publication of the Tranſlation; the Inducements to his 
publiſhing it in Latin, not being the ſame with thoſe, on 
which I publiſh'd it in Engliſh. 2dly, Thoſe Reaſons. the 
Dr. gives, for publiſhing his Treatiſe in Latin only, and not 
m Engliſh, might at that Time be good; but, I think, 
are not good Reaſons now ; and therefore I did, as, doubt- 
leſs, the Dr. himſelf would have done, had he lived to pub- 
liſh it in Engliſb, i. e. have left them out, 

B 2 There 


„ 
There is one Paſſage of Mr. Gill's Poſiſcript, I have 
paſſed by, which follows that Error of the Preſs, where, 
as he obſerves, Obedience is printed for Diſabedience; he adds, 
« Could I condeſcend to ſuch a low and uſeleſs Employ- 
« ment of Time, as to compare his Tranſlation with the 
« Original, I doubt not, but I ſhould meet with more 
46 Miſtakes of this Nature, or greater ones.” I'll give 
him free Leave, and had rather he ſhould do it than 
a more knowing Man; for P'm ſenſible, he would 
only lay himſelf more open to the Laſh, without my 
ſuffering by it at all; for, if there were real Faults, he 
would hardly find them out; and he would think there 
were Faults, where there were none; he would, perhaps, 
cavil at a Beauty and Excellency, and let paſs an Error, 
and fo, only require a Re-reckoning. | 

Let fo much ſuffice at preſent, in Proof of Mr. GilPs 
Ignorance in Languages. I next proceed to conſider, 

IT. His vaſt Impertinence, in citing ſo many Paſſages, 
quite foreign to his Purpoſe. His Intention in that IVth 
Volume was to ſhew, that the Fathers differed from the 
Arminians, in the Points therein treated of, and favour'd the 
Calviniſtical Scheme. In the Chapter on which we are, 
he pretends to ſhew, that the Fathers had the ſame No- 
tion, as to the Neceſſity of an irreſiſtible Operation of 
the Spirit in Converſion, that Man is entirely paſſive 
therein; and that they held the Doctrine of Original Sin, 
in the Senſe the Calvuiniſts do, in Contra- diſtinction to the 
Arminians. Now, for my Part, I can't perceive, he has 
been able to ſhew that one of the Ancients, before 
Jerome, and een, (beyond whom, reſpecting the 
Latin Fathers, he ſhould not deſcend one Step, becauſe we 
charge them with Innovation in theſe Points, departing 
from their own former Sentiments and thoſe of the whole 
Church, and introducing, by Virtue of their 3 
new Opinions in the Weſt ;) I ſay, I do not percieve, he 
has ſhewn, that one of the Ancients before them, held any 
Opinions about theſe Points, but what had a much nearer 
Affinity with the Sentiments of James Arminius, and the 
Remonſtrants at the Synod of Dort, than with thoſe of 
John Calvin, and his Part Me know, ſome few of the 


Ancients let fall weak Expreſſions; but in them, they | 
were ſingular; the Doctors generally were of another Mind: 
And, even thoſe few, abhorted and abominated ſuch Con- 
ceits as the Calvini/ts have vented on theſe Points. And, 
it is very remarkable, that the nearer we aſcend to the 

Apoſtles 
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Apoſtles Times, the purer we find their Doctrines, the 
freer the Fathers are from ſuch Expreſſions, as in the 
leaſt ſavour of Calviniſm ; ſo that they are forced to hunt 
into the later, antichriſtian, and apoſtate Times of the 
Church, for Authorities to ſupport their abſurd, and, Iam 
glad I can fay, finking Cauſe; whereas we can find our 
Sentiments in the Sermons of Chriſt, in the Books of his 
Apoſtles, in the Writings of the apoſtolical Men, Clemens, 
Barnabas, Hermas, Ignatius, and Pelycarp ; in the Monu- 
ments of Juſtin Martyr, Irenæus, Clemens Alexandrinus, 
and the famous Origen; and in ſhort, in every conſiderable 
a Writer you can name, down to the Time of Jerome, 
and Auguſtin, In any before them, you have little looking 
his Way; and particularly in thoſe I have named, he has 
not one Syllable to produce, but what is quite foreign to 
his Purpoſe ; at leaſt, to what ought to be his Purpoſe, the 
Point he hath undertaken to prove; and therefore, thoſe 
Citations Mr. Gil! has taken from them, can be no other 
than Impertinences. I inftanced in ſeveral very plain, and 
ſome very groſs ones; which altho' they are as clear and 
evident as the Sun at Noon-Day, Mr. Gill has yet had 
the Aſſurance to deny ; but, ſo weakly, and with ſuch in- 
ſufficient Coverings (as, what Diſguiſes can be ſufficient to 
hide the Light of the Sun?) that it will be very eaſy to 
ſhew the Folly and Inſufficiency of his Defence. 

The firſt Inſtance of Impertinence I urged, was, his 
citing Clemens Romanus, as affirming of the Corinthian - 
Church, that they were called the ſanctiſied by the Will of 
God. This, I faid, was nothing to the Point, fince none of 
the Remonſtrants pretend, that any Perſon can be ſancti- 
fied but by the Will of God. And, was I not right in ſo 
ſaying ? h not every Remonſtrant affirm, that Men 
are ſanctifſied, in the Senſe Clemens here uſes that Word, 
entirely by the Mercy and Grace, and of the mere Will 
and Pleaſure of God, without the leaſt Concurrence of 
the Will of Man? I am ſure he does; and, therefore, 
when Mr. Gill brought this as a Proof of the Agreement 
le of this ancient Writer with the Calviniſts, againſt the 
'f Remonſtrants, as both in his IVth Volume and Poſt- 
e ſcript, it appears he did, he was evidently guilty of the 
y | groſſeſt Impertinence; ſince what he brings here, as mak- 
|: ing againſt the Remonſtrants, is nothing but what they 
be entirely conſent to, they being able to ſay the very ſame 
d, Words with Clemens, and that in the very ſame Senſe. I 
ae mall but juſt take Notice, that Mr. Gill is very far from 
es f being 
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being accurate in rendering the Words, called and ſancti- 
fied by the IVill of God; which makes it look, as if both 
the Calling and Sanctification were aſcribed here to the 

ill of God; whereas, when the Words are truly ren- 
dered, no ſuch Thing appears; Sanctification only is ſo 
aſcribed. The whole Paſſage runs thus, „The Church 
« of God, which is at Rome, to the Church of God; 
<< which is at Corinth, to the Called, who have been ſancti- 
„ fied by the Will of God, thro' Jeſus Chriſt our Lord.” 
The Greek Words are, Kayrors nyVialivos 85 ge A¹, lαντ. Oeg Tic 
T3 Kup du,œƷuod xps. Any, who have ever fo little 
Knowledge of the Greet, muſt know that my Tranſlation 
is the moſt exact, and that his is very looſe, obſcure, and 
inaccurate. However, let us follow his Tranſlation, and ſay, 
we are both called and ſanctified by the Will of God; and 
let us examine, whether there is any Thing in this Paſ- 
ſage, ſo underſtood, to which any Remonſtrant will not 
readily agree. 

The Greek Word, geg, Calling, or Vacation, both in 
St. Paul, and St. Clemens, his Companion, ſignifies the 
Goſpel: Hence, the Epheſians, (Chap. iv. 1.) are by St. 
Paul exhorted to walk wortby of that Vacation wherewith 
they were called, i. e. to behave ſuitable to the Goſpel; and 
elſewhere, he tells the Theſſalonians, (2 Theſ ii. 13.) that 
God had called them by his Goſpel, to the Belief of Truth ; 
had called them thereto by his Goſpel, i. e. by his preach- 
ing the Goſpel to them ; and, in like Manner, St. Clemens 
preſſes the Corintbians to come up to the glorious and 
venerable Rule of our holy Calling ; which is, for cer- 
tain, the Goſpel Rule. Hence, whoever had received the 
Goſpel, are ſaid to be called, in Scripture ; foraſmuch as the 
Favour of the Goſpel was the Gift of God, and in what- 
ever Place preached, it was by his Authority and Direction; 
therefore, it is faid, that he who hath called us, is God ; 
and for this Reaſon, St. Clemens does, in a certain Place, 
ſay of the Corinthians, they were called by the Will of God : 
For, indeed, that God invites any People to the Knowledge 
of his Will, by fending the Goſpel to them, muſt be tire 
Effect of the mere Pleaſure, and free Grace of God, with- 
out any Reſpect had to the Will of Man; according to 
what St. Paul ſays of God, He hath ſaved us, and called us 
with an holy Calling, not according to our Works, (done before 
the - Goſpel was preached,) but by the Grace given us, in 
Chrift Feſus. This calling or inviting Perſons to receive 
the Goſpel, therefore, the Remonſtrants readily refer 15 
| the 


the mere Will of God; or, as Mr. Gill expreſſes him- 
ſelf, entirely to his Will, without Man's Co-operation. 
See bay on Epheſ. ii. 8, 9. and 2 Tim. i. 9. | 


When Perſons thus called, actually embrace the Goſpel, 
enter themſelves into the Church of Chriſt, and conform 
to his Precepts, the Remonſtrants ſuppoſe em to receive 
the Pardon of their Sins ; and therefore, Clemens pronounces 
the Corinthian Chriſtians, not only ſuch as were called, but 
ſanct i ſied too, by the Will of God; that is, ſuch as were 
purged from the Guilt of Sin, and had their Tranſgreſſi- 
ons pardoned, thro* God's free Grace and Mercy. That 
this is the true Senſe of this Paſſage of Clemens, is apparent; 
becauſe it is an evident Alluſion to Heb. x. 10. where, 
and where only, in Scripture, we are faid to be ſanctiſied 
by the Will of God : By the which Will, ſays the Apoſtle, 
we are ſanctiſied, thro the Offering of the Body of Jeſus 
Chriſt, once for all. Now, &y4tev, and &yidteoday, through- 
out this Epiſtle, and particularly in this Paſſage, where tis 
applied to the Sacrifice of Chriſt, ſignifies to expiate, or 
releaſe, not from the Power, but the Guilt of Sin ; Chriſt 
being offered once, as tis ſaid, Ch. ix. 28. #; Td r de 
veyxerv rg &napria, to bear, or take away, the Sins of many; 
and, v. 26. Lg dg ra dpapriac, for the putting away Sin, 7 
the Sacrifice of himſelf. So alſo, ch. x. 29, the Blood of Chriſt 
is ſtiled the Blood of the Covenant, i» , vyiicdn, by which, 
he, who now counted it as common, was ſandtißed, or 
cleanſed from the Guilt of Sin; it being the Blood ſhed 
for the Remiſſion of Sin; the Blood of that New Covenant, 
in which *twas ſaid, I will be merciful. to their Iniguities 3 
ck Sins and their Tranſgreſſions, I will remember no more. 
You may ſee this, and much more to the ſame Purpoſe, 
in Dr. Whitby's Annotations, on Heb. x. 10, and ch. ix. 13. 
And, that St. Clemens ſhould uſe the Word, &4yi4teobar, to 
Janet: „ in the ſame Senſe, it which 'tis uſed in this 
Epiſtle, is the more probable, if what Euſebius ſays, from 
ſome before him, be true, that St. Paul wrote this Epiſtle 
to the Hebrews, and St. Clemens tranſlated it into Greek : 
For, then, it will be unqueſtionable, that he, who pitched 
on 4yi4teoda:, as the moſt proper Word, to denote the being 
freed from the Guilt of Sin, ſhould uſe the ſame Word, 
in the ſame Senſe, when he came to write his own Epiſtle. 

But tis not on this I rely, for the Senſe of the Paſſage, 
but on the former Reaſon ; the Form of Expreſſion in St. 
Clemens, ſo conformable to the Paſſage in the Hebrews, 
evincing that the Words of St. Clemens are borrowed from 
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the Epiſtle of that Author, and that the Fenſe of the one, and 
the other, muſt, in all likelyhood, be the very ſame. When 

Clemens, therefore, with the Apoſtle, affirms that the Co- 
rmthians were ſanctiſied, that is, had their Sins expiated 

and pardon'd, their Guilt done away, by the Mill of God, 

through Feſus Chriſt aur Lord; or, as it is, Heb. x. 10, 

thro the offering up the Body of Chriſt once for all; the 
Remonſtrants agree exactly with St. Paul, and St. Clemens; 

for they believe, not only, that God, of his own mere 
Pleaſure, fent his San, to offer himſelf, without the Con- 
currence of Man's Will; but alfo, that the Act of par- 

doning and doing away the Guilt of Sins, thro* Jeſus 
Chriſt offering up his Body, is what proceeds from God's 
Will alone. When, therefore, Mr. Gill takes the Words 
called, and ſanfified, to mean the ſame Thing, ſuppoſing 
them to intend converted or regenerated, and affirms the 
Remonſtrants do not believe, that Men can be ſanctified 
by the Will of God, without the Co-operation of the Will 
4 Man, — ©- whereas, ſays he, Clemens here attributes 
&« Vocation, and Sanctification, entirely to the Will of 
« God;” he only ſhews, how eaſily he can miſtake Clemens, 
how readily he could et Ker me, and run upon 
2 falſe Scent. But then, when he adds, „ the Remonſtrants 
„ afhrm, that the Difference of Calling Grace lies not 
« ſo much in the Will of God, as in the Will of Man,” 
in this Sentence, which no Remonſtrant ever uſed, he 
fays what is weak and falſe : For, the Remonſtrants readily 
allow, if God gives one Man more, and another leſs 
Grace, that the Reaſon why one has more, and another 
leſs, is to be reſolved into the mere Pleaſure of the Di- 
vine Being; which is alſo the Reaſon, why one has greater 
rational Powers and Faculties, than another : But then, 
as to the different Succeſs; why, one who hes Grace 
granted, obeys it, and another reſiſts what is granted to 
him; this, indeed, may well be reſolved into the Will of 
Man, which God does not force, or lay under any fatal, 
or Stoical Neceſſity. 

The ſecond impertinent Paſſage, I charged Mr. Gill 
with, is out of the ſame Writer; who having mentioned 
the Privileges, God granted the Fews, adds; They were 
glorified and magnified, not of themſelves, or their own Merge 
er, by their righteous Actions, which they have wrought out, 
but by his Will; and we alſo being called by his ill in 
Chriſt Feſus, are juſtified, not by arſe nor by our Wiſdom, 
er Underſtanding, or Piety, or the 


orks which we have done 
in 
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in Holineſs of Hearts but by Faith, (it ſhould be, by the Faith) 
by which, God Almighty hath juſtified all, from the Beginning. 
] remark'd, that this Paſſage was not at all to the Pur- 
ſe, either as to the Freedom of the Will, or Original 
Sin, but relates only to the Controverſy concerning Juſt 
fication. To which he returns, But where are his Eyes ? 
Could not he read theſe Words in it, And we alſo being 
call d by his Will in . ? To which I anſwer, he 
himſelf owns that theſe Words, are no other in Senſe, 
than thoſe which I conſider'd before, in the other Paſſage, 
where the Chriſtians of the Church of Corinth, are ſtiled 
the called, and ſanctied by the Will of God; and, theſe be- 
ing apparently impertinent, I had no Occaſion to conſider 
them over again ; and, fince I have now fully conſidered 
them, I muſt inſiſt upon it, that this Paſſage is entirely fo- 
reign, both to the Subject of Original Sin, and the Free- 
dom of Man's Will; and, I ſhall now add, alſo, to the 
Calviniſtical Doctrine of unfruſtrable Grace; and, can 
only reſpect the Diſpute between them and the Remon- 
ſtrants, concerning Juſtification ; and, till he clears himſelf 
better than he has done, I ſhall think, his quoting of it 
in this Place, an Inſtance of inſufferable Impertinence. 
However, as Mr. Gill has cited this Paſſage, more than 
once, to prove that good Works are unneceſſary in Point 
of Juſtification ; and, having ſo fair an Opportunity, I 
ſhall take upon me to ſhew, that this Paſſage of St. Cle- 
ment is full againſt the Antinomian Doctrine which he 
embraces ; that it will not ſerve his Purpoſe againſt Dr. 
Taylor ; but, on the contrary, is a ſtrong Bulwark, in De- 
fence of thoſe Remonſtrants, who believe, that tho? Juſti- 
fication is the Reſult of God's mere Grace, yet, that he 
gives it on the Condition of a Faith productive of Obe- 


dience. But, firſt, I ſhall a little explain the Doctrine: 


They hold, 1. That Perſons are not juſtified by Works 
without Faith; nor, 2, By Faith without Works: But, 
3. By Faith accompanied with, and productive of good 
Works. Now, all theſe Things you have in this Paſſage 
of Clemens: We, fays he, being called, [to embrace > 
Goſpel] by the [mere] Will of 2 kale! having embraced 
it, we are juſtified, not by ourſelves, [for we cannot pardon 
our own Sins, ] nor by our Wiſdom or Underſtanding, [to 
which no one ever ſuppoſed Pardon was annexed, ] nor 
by our Piety, [our Prayers and Praiſes offer'd up to God, 
without Faith, I nor by our good Works, which we have done 
in Holineſs of Heart, ET, from a good Frame, and Diſ- 
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poſition of Mind, and not from Faith ;] but [we are juſti- 


fied, ſays he,] thre that Faith, by which Almighty God 
juſtified all, from the Ty. In this Paſſage, indeed, 
he excludes, in Point of Juſtification, all good Works, 


which proceed not from Faith: But, good Works pro- 


duced by Faith, as their Spring and Source, he does not 
exclude, but ſuppoſes them neceſſary: For, here he de- 
clares, that the Faith, by which Chriſtians are juſtified, is 
the Faith, by which all were juſtified from the Beginning; 
and this, he expreſly affirms, was a Faith productive of 
ood Works. Hear his Words: Let us, then, continue in 
is Bleſſing, and ſee what are the Steps to attain it ; let us 
diligently conſider what was done from the Beginning, on Ac- 
count of which, Abraham our Father was bleſſed ; was it 
not, becauſe he wrought out pn ts and Truth, thro 
Faith? Iſaac, with full Truſt in God, fore-ſteing what was 
to come, becam? an acceptable Sacrifice : Jacob, flying from 
his Brother, in Humility, left his own Land, went to Laban, 
and ſerved him ; and to Jacob were given the twelve Tribes 
of Iſrael. By theſe Examples, he teaches us the Method, 
which we are to obtain God's Favour and Juſtifica- 
tion, even that by which Men from the Beginning ob- 
tain'd it ; not by Works void of Faith, nor by Faith void 
of Works; but, by Faith producing Righteouſneſs, Truth, 
Truſt in God, Humility and Reſignation to his Will. 


Now, by ſuch a Faith as this, St. Clemens here informs | 


us, we muſt be juſtified, even by that Faith, whereby 
Almighty God juſtified all Men from the Beginning, 
and not by any Works whatever, without ſuch Faith. 
So far is Clemens from vindicating Mr. Gill's Notions of 


the Non- neceſſity of Works to Juſtification, | 


But I ſhall now proceed, 3dly, To the next imperti- 


nent Paſſage, I objected to Mr. Gill, which was out of 


Barnabas, which, he fays, proves the Corruption and 
Weaknefs of the Heart of Man, before the Grace of 
God is implanted in it : Thus he tranſlates it, Before we 
believed in God, the Habitation of our Heart was c t 
and weak, for it was an Houſe full of Idolatry, and Idola- 
try was the Houſe of Devils: Wherefore, they de thoſe Things 
which are contrary to God, Here, according to Cuſtom, 


he egregiouſly blunders; for, whereas Barnabas ſays, the 
Heart of thoſe People was an Houſe full of Idolatry, an 
' Houſe of Demons, Mr. Gill's Tranſlation makes him 
' fay, without any Senſe, that their Heart was an Houſe 


| Full of Idelatry, and Idolatry was an Houſe of Devi. 


This 
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This Repetition of the Word Idolatry, I ſhould. have paſs'd 
by, as an Error of the Preſs, if I had not obſerv'd, that 
it was fo tranſlated in his IVth Volume of The Cauſe of 
God and Truth, and again in his Poſſcript, after he had 
reviſed his Tranſlation. This Paſſage, I faid, was not to 
the Purpoſe, it not having any Thing in it, reſpecting the 
Doctrine of Original Sin: It plainly ſpeaks of Perſons who 
were Idolaters; and, of what they were, not by Nature 
and Birth, but by Practice and Cuſtom. To this Mr. 
Gill replies, Barnabas is not ſpeaking of external Idola- 
try, in worſhipping Images of Silver and Gold ; but of 
internal Luſts. But, if he looks into his former Tranſlation 
of theſe Words, he will find that it refers, not merely to 
Luſts, but Practices; for there he tranſlates the latter Part 
of this Paſſage thus: It was an Houſe full of {delatry, and 
Idolatry was the Houſe of Devils, by doing what was contrary 
to Gd; which Tranſlation fully juſtifies what I advance: 
For, if thoſe to whom Barnabas writes, had their Hearts 
full of Idolatry, by Reaſon of their doing Actions diſ- 
pleaſing to God, *tis evident, he ſpeaks not at all of their 
being corrupt and weak by Nature, but only of that 
Corruption and Weakneſs which they had contracted b 

Cuſtom and Practice. And Mr. Gil has altered his 
Tranſlation very much for the worſe, by putting it, Jhere- 


fore they do thoſe Things which are contrary to Gad: The 


Greek Words, dick 10 Toer bog yy Luck yrig 10 Oe &, will never 
bear ſuch a Tranſlation : Tis unworthy even of a School- 
Boy. The whole Paſſage ought to be thus render'd, Be- 


fore we believed in Gad, the Habitation of our Heart was 


corrupt and weak, it was an Houſe full of Idolatry, an Houſe 
of Demons ; foraſmuch as we prattiſed ſuch Things, as were 
contrary to God; which Paſſage, thus rightly tranſlated, is 
a full Proof of what I aſſerted, that St. Barnabas was 
ſpeaking of ſuch as were wicked, not by Nature, but 
by Cuſtom and Practice. Now, is not this a plain Evi- 
dence, not only of Mr. Gi/Ps Impertinence, but alſo of 
his Ignorance, or Diſhoneſty? But if he would know, 
what St. Barnabas thought, concerning the State of Man 
by Nature, and in what Condition Children came into 
the World, he ought to read that Paſſage, where he aſſerts, 
When God has renewed us, by the Remiſfion of our Sins, he 
then gives us another Form, ſo as to have Souls like the Soul 
From which Paſſage of Barnabas, *tis ap- 


parent, that he looked upon Infants, or little Children, on 
their Coming into the World, as pure, and as free 1 
C 2 in 
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Sin and Guilt, as one who is renewed by the Spirit, and 
had all his Sins forgiven him; which he could not have 
ſaid, had he imagined, with Mr. Gill, that they came into 
the World, Sinners by Nature, and under the Wrath and 
Curſe of God. Of the ſame Mind alſo was Hermas, that 
very ancient Writer, and Companion of St. Paul, who 
declares, in ſo many Words, that all Infants are honoured 
by the Lird, and ęſteemed the firſt 4 all; therefore, to be 
ſure, they are not by Nature under his Wrath and hight 
Diſpleaſure. I began to wonder, how he dared venture to 
aſſert Things ſo oppoſite to the Sentiments of theſe very 
ancient Writers; but, my Amazement ceaſed, when I read 
what he ſays in the 5th Page of his Cauſe of God and 
Truth; „ That the Times, in which theſe ancient W ri- 
« ters liv'd, was the Infancy of the Church, and that we 
« are much improy'd, and underſtand Chriſtianity better 
«© than they did;” as if, thoſe who received the Word 
immediately from the Apoſtles own Mouths, and were 
2 upon by them, to inſtruct others in the Chriſtian 

aith, had not much the Advantage of us, and better 
Opportunities of being rightly inſtructed in the pure 
Doctrines of Chriſtianity | 

The fourth impertinent Paſſage, I charged him with, 
was from Ignatius, to the ſame Purpoſe with the firſt in 
Clemens Romanus; to which, therefore, no more need be 
faid, ſince he himſclf owns their Agreement. But then, 
4 ſays he, beſides what agrees with him, I cite Paſlages, ex- 
<< prefling, that carnal Man cannot do Things that are ſpiri- 
« tual; and, that a Man is made a Chriſtian, not by the 
« Dint of moral Suaſion, but by the Greatneſs of Divine 
4 Power,” Now, as he has but three Paſſages more from 


Ignatius, I ſhall examine them all; and upon fo doing, E be- . 


lieve it will plainly appear to every one, they are fo far 
from giving him any Relief, that, indeed, they are only 
ſo many farther Evidences of his great Impertinence. 
The next Paſlage of Ignatius, he mentions*, is where he 
ſpeaks of ſome very wicked Men, whom he calls Beaſts 
in human Shapes: Theſe he adviſes the Smyrnæans, not 
zo receive, and, if poſſible, not meet them, but only to proy or 
them, if ſo be they may repent, which is very difficult ; but, 
ſays he, Teſus Chriſt, our true Life, has the Power of this. 
It Mr. Gi! intended this Paſſage as a Proof of the Diffi- 


culty of Perſons attaining Repentance, who' have lived 
long in Sin, and arrived to a great Degree of Wickedneſs, 


2 Cauſe of God, p. 218, > Ad Smyrn. n. 4. 
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"tis full to his Purpoſe; tho' not more ſo, than that of 
the Prophet, Fer. xiii. 23. Can the Ethiopian change his Skin, 
or a Leopard his Spots? Then may they, who have been ac- 
cuſtomed to do Evil, learn to do well, But will it follow, 
becauſe it was very difficult for ſuch cuſtomary Sinners, 
ſuch Monſters of Wickedneſs, to repent, that, therefore, 
to repent muſt be equally difficult for all Mankind ; for 


thoſe who have not indulg'd themſelves in evil Cuſtoms, 
as well as thoſe who have? Certainly not. The Perſons, 
" denatius here ſpeaks of, are plainly repreſented, not as in 


the State in which they come into the World, but in that, 
to which they had brought themſelves, by their own 
evil Choice and wicked Actions. 

Another Paſſage of Ignatius, cited by Mr. Gill, was 
taken from his Epiſtle to the Epheſians, where he tells 
us d, They who are carnal, cannot do the Things that are ſpiri- 
tual ; nor can they that are ſpiritual, do the Things that 
are carnal : From whence Mr. Gill infers, that Men in a 
carnal State, have no Power to do any Thing that is ſpiritual. 
But this Inference ought not to be carried ſo far. For, 
I. The former Part of this Citation cannot intend, that 
a Man who is carnal, can never do one good or righteous 
Action; any more than the latter Part of it, nor can 
they, who are ſpiritual, do Things that are carnal, can 
mean, that a ſpiritual or righteous Man has no Power 
to do a wicked Action; and yet, this Paſſage is full as 
expreſs for this laſt Inference, as it is for the . and 


then, what ſhall we do with David's Caſe, who, after his 


Converſion by the Holy Spirit, from which State, Mr. 
Gill ſays, he could never fall, was guilty both of the 
groſſeſt Adultery and Murder? Then, 2. Theſe Words, 
he that is 2 cannot do the Things which are ſpiritual, 
do not intend, that a carnal Man cannot ceaſe to be 
carnal, and become ſpiritual, and then do ſpiritual Things: 
The Form of Expreſſion is much the ſame, as when we ſay, 
A lame Man cannot walk; or, A Man. who is blind can- 
not ſee: But, as theſe Expreſſions do not prove, that one 
who is lame, or blind, cannot by the Uſe of Means get 
rid of Lameneſs or Blindnefs, and then walk or ſee ; but 
only, that he cannot walk, or ſee, while under theſe Ca- 


lamities ; ſo do theſe Words of Inatius prove only, that 


a carnal Man, while he continues carnal, cannot live a 
ſpiritual Life: They imply no Impoſſibility of Change 115 
| | Is 
® Cauſe of God, p. 218. Ad Epheſ. n. z. 
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his State, nor any Want of Power in him, if he makes 
uſe of Means to alter his Condition. | 

The laſt Citation which Mr. Gill has from Ignatius *, 
he ſays, proves that Chriſtianity is not the Produce of mo- 
ral Suaſion. The Words of Ignatius in ſome Copies are, 
dy c pbvoy Td Ep anne pueyelig igiv 6 KatgiavieuOr, 
Chriſtianity is not the Work of Silence alone, *tis alſo the 
Mert of Greatneſs: In which there is not one Word of 
moral Suafion, nor any Thing tending that Way. But 
then, Mr. Gill ſeems to have followed another Reading, 
which is in the Margin of Dr. Grabe, d T«oporg; Td % 
GAAL wmeyehg; deu 6 Rpigiards, 61* &v aufen uͤrd «60/48. Mr. 
Gill ſtops ſhort at the Word Xp:g:avd;, and tranſlates it 
thus, © The Chriſtian is not the Wark of Perſuaſion, but of 
Greatneſs; and adds, by way of Explication, that is, the ex- 
ceeding Greatneſs of Gad's 5 whereas Mr. Wh:i/ton and 
Abp. Wake have rightly interpreted the Word Greatneſs, of 
that Fortitude and Courage, which is neceſſary in Times of 
Perſecution : For the true Rendering of the whole Paſſage, 
is thus, as the Archbiſhop has it in his laſt Edition, in 
which he was aſſiſted by Dr. Grabe “: A Chriſtian is not 
the Work of Opinion, but of Greatneſs of Mind, eſpecially when 
he is hated by the World. Where Ignatius declares, that in 
Times of Perſecution *tis not only neceſſary, that Perſons 
be perſuaded of the Truth, but have alſo Chriſtian Forti- 
tude to bear up under Perſecution. So that this Decla- 
ration of Jenatins, J am ſure, is very far from Mr. GPs 
Purpoſe, and is only an additional Proof of his Imperti- 
nence: And if he purpoſely left out the following W ords, 
d, wiourar ind ous, eſpecially when he is hated by the 
World, which ſerve to explain what the Word wiyedoc, 
Greatneſs, intends; it will be a full Proof likewiſe, that 
he is not over-ſtock'd. with Integrity. That this is the 
true Senſe of Ignatius, appears from a parallel Paſſage in 
his Epiſtle to the Ephefians, where he ſays of Chriſtiani- 

„ u vp vdv #xayyenlag Td fpyov d U Suva Tiguuc, sa Ti; 
zope biz x) dig rides, it is not the Work of an outward Profeſ- 
fion, but ſhews itſelf in the Power of Faith; if a Man be 
found faithful unto the End. Here T«opovy, Opinion, anſwers 
to izayyiaie, an outward Profeſſion ; as the wiystog, Greatneſs 


of 


a Cauſe of God, p. 219. b Grabe's Spicilegium Pa- 
trum, p. 15. Can e of God, p. 219. 4 See Whif⸗ 
ton's Primitive Chriſtianity revived, Vol. I. Wake's Tranſla- 
tion of the ſmaller Epiſtle to the Romans, n. 3, P. 243. 
© Ad Epheſ n. 14. 


of Mind, is explain'd by that Power and Strength of Faith, 
which will produce a Fortitude enabling them to hold out 
to the End. bots | | 

I proceed now to the 5th Paſſage of the Ancients, 
which gave me Occaſion to charge Mr. Gill with Imper- 
tinence, cited from * 7u/tin Martyr, who, ſpeaking of the 
Doctrines of Scripture, has theſe Words d, For neither by 
Nature, nor human Underſtanding, is it poſſuble for Men to 
acquire the Knowledge of Things ſo great and divine, but by 
a free Gift deſcending from Heaven upon holy Men, who had 
no Need of the contentious and vain-glorious Ways of ſpeaking, 
but to give up themſelves to the pure Impulſes of the Divine 
Spirit, On which I made this Remark; * Now this 
“ Paſlage proves, that, in Jaſon's Opinion, the Doctrines 
& of Scripture, Which are Matters of pure Revelation, 
« could not have been diſcover'd by the Light of Nature, 
« without the Inſpiration of the holy Penmen by the 
« Holy Ghoſt ; but whether this is not beſide the Mark, 
cc either as to Original Sin, the Freedom of the Will, or 
the Neceffity of the Holy Ghoſt to all Perſons, in or- 
der to their underſtanding the Scriptures, or doing their 
& Duty, I leave to every unprejudiced Reader to decide.“ 
Now, in anſwer hereunto, Mr. Gill ſays ©, this Paſſage 
was cited by him, to ſhew, that Man, by the natural 
Sharpneſs of his Wit, cannot attain to the Knowledge of 
Divine Things; which, he pretends, is expreſsly aſſerted 
in theſe Words; neither by Nature, nor by human Under- 
landing, 1s it poſſible for Men to acquire the Knowledge of 
Things ſo Divine; which is nothing to the Purpoſe, ſince 
it can't intend, that Men, by the Light of Nature, are 
unable to diſcern great and divine Truths, ſo far as would 
ſuffice for their Salvation, who had no Opportunities of 
further Light; but only, that they could not diſcover 
Truths ſo great, and ſo divine, as they might do, by 
having the extraordinary Aſſiſtance of Divine Revelation. 
Neither does 100 here ſay, that every Perſon has Need 
to have the Holy Spirit granted to him perſonally, but 
only, that they who were God's Inſtruments in firſt diſ- 
covering Truths to Men by Revelation, muſt have them 
by Inſpiration of the Holy Spirit : * It was not, ſays Fuſ- 
<« 7in, poſſible for Men to learn theſe Things, by Nature, 
„or human Underſtanding only, or any other Ways, 
© than by a free Gift deſcending from above upon holy 


„Men, 


Cauſe of God, p. 220. * Cohort. ad Gracos, p. 9. 
f Poſtſcript, p. 48. 8 
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«© Men, who had then no. Need of the contentious Ways | 
« of ſpeaking emong/t the Logicians, nor the vain-glorioug 
« Art of Rhetoricians, in order to diſcover Truth ; but. ; 
55 only to exhibit, themſelves pure to the. Operation of the | 
« Holy Spirit, that he, deſcending from Heaven, as a Di- 
vine Plectrum, might make uſe of thoſe, righteous. | 
«« Men, like as an Harp or Lyre, to make known to us | 
« the Knowledge of theſe Divine Things.“ What can | 
be plainer than this, that the Holy Martyr does not, by | 
theſe Words, aſſert indefinitely, that Men cannot find out | 
Divine Things by Nature, or human Underſtanding, or 
that Perſons, who do not live under a Revelation, cannot, 
by the Light of Nature, know enough for their Salvation: 

he Thing intended in this Paſlage, is ſo manifeſt, that 
it ſhines as clear as the Sun at Noon. Moreover, any 
one who views it, but with a curſory Glance, will pre- 
| ſently perceive, that Fuffin does not ſay, the Aſſiſtance of 
f the Spirit is neceſſary for every Perſon, who reads, to un- 
| derſtand the Scripture, but only to the firſt Writers there; 
[ 


of; and therefore, I might very ſafely declare, that this 
1 19 Citation is a remarkable, and I ſhall now add, a. groſs 
iis and glaring Inſtance of Mr. Gill's Impertinence ; and ſo 
| much the more ſtil], as there is nothing in it concerning 
/ Original Sin, nothing againſt Man's free Will, nothing 
about the Neceflity of the Spirit to every one, who would 
read and underſtand the Scriptures ; nay further, if it had 
been intended to prove the Neceſſity of the Spirit to thoſe 
Ends, it would even then make nothing for Calviniſim, 
nor againſt the Arminians ; all the while its unfruſtrable 
Operation is neither mentioned, nor ſo much as inſinu- 
ated. | 
After ſome Shuffling, he ſets dawn my Words, where 
I fay, this Paſſage proves that in 7uftin's Opinion, the 
Doctrines of the Scripture could not have been diſcover'd, 
by the Light of Nature only, without the Infpiration of 
the holy Penman ; and * herein he allows, I /ay very true ; 
ſo that mine, it ſeems, is a true and genuine [Interpretation 
of the Words of Fuftin ; if fo, I am ſure they can never 
anſwer his Purpoſe, as I have already, ſufficiently made 
appear: But then, he adds, to ſave himſelf harmleſs, I think, 
Juſtin means more than this ; namely, that Man without the 
Spirit and Grace of God, cannot truly under ſtand the Doctrines 
of the Scriptures, the they are externally revealed : And does 
r. 

2 The Inſtrument with which Men play'd on the Harp or 
Lyre. d Poſtſcript, p. 48. FI: 41944 
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again, Suppofe, Tuff had expreſs'd himſelf thus, his Doc- 
trine would not have confronted the Remonſtrants, fo long 
as he does not aſſert the Neceſſity of irreſiſtible Grace, 
But fince he ſays nothing at all of the Neceſſity of Grace, 


for the underſtanding the Scripture, nor of the Impoſſibility 
of Man's knowing the Truth, unleſs it be granted to him- 


ſelf ; this Paſſage muſt be quite beſide the Matter, and the 
Citation of it in this Controverſy, altogether unſufferable. 
And, for Mr. Gil! only to fay, 7 think, this is intended 
in the Paſſage; I ſuppoſe, Juſtin means ſomething farther, 
without bringing one ſingle Sentence, either from the Paſ- 
fage itfelf, or the Words foregoing, or following, whereon 
to build his Suppoſition, is certainly the moſt weak and 
childiſh Evaſton, that evet Man made uſe of, and ſhews 
that he, of all who have appeared in Print, is the moſt 
impertinent. He adds, This I am ſure is his Senſe in 
other Paſſages, I afterwards produce : What is that to the 
Purpoſe, were it ſo? Will the Pertinence of other Paſſages 
make this pertinent? Certainly nat. Here, then, let him 
honeſtly, and fairly acknowledge his Impertinence, while 
we go on as fairly to conſider the other Paſſages, which 
he is ſo very ſure, prove, that Men without the Spirit and 
Grace of God, cannot truly underſtand the Doctrines of 
the Scripture, tho* they are externally revealed. wy 

The Paſſage which follows immediately,“ is that, wherein 

uſtin ſays to Trypho, © I will produce to you the Scriptures : 


don't defire to make an oftentatious, fludied Oration, ſet off 


by Art ny 3 nor if I would, have I any Ability that Hay; 
but this Favour only have I received from God, that I under- 
ſtand his Scriptures, Now is there, in theſe Words, an 
Thing afferted concerning the Neceſſity of God's Grace, 
in order to a Man's underſtanding thoſe Scriptures ? There 
is not a Word, nor the leaſt Mention made of the Hoh 
Spirit; but, I know, Mr. Gill founds his Inference on this 
Paſſage d, A xapi; rap Oed mdvy elg Td crit rde yoaQas 
&uTs 336% par, Which he moſt unſkilfully tranſlates; But 
Grace alone is given to me, by God, to underſtand the Scrip. 
ture; whereas, throughout Tuſtin Martyr's Works, whe- 
ther thoſe which are genuine, or thoſe which are aſcribed 
to him, I believe the Word x4; never ſignifies the Ope- 
rations or Aſſiſtances of the 4 ed Here, it is not likely 
it 
* Poſtſcript, p. 48. b Cauſe of God, p. 220. © Juſt, 
Dial. cum 'Trypho. p. 280. 4 [bid, 


Mr. Gil, indeed, think ſo? Why then, after his uſual . 
accuſtomed Manner, he thinks Wrong: But, I fay it 
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it ſhould : For, to what Purpoſe would it be for him, when 
talking with a Jew, to boaſt of extraordinary Aſſiſtances 
of God's Spirit? But, for Tin modeſtly to ſay ; © Altho? 
c J have no great Skill in Rhetorick ; tho? Ga has not 
ce bleſs'd me with that Gift, yet, he has been ſo kind as 
< to grant me ſufficient Abilities, on my Reading and Ap- 
cc plication, to underſtand the Scriptures :** Thus to plead 
muſt be very pertinent; and, to which Trypho could make 
no reaſonable Exception. This Paſſage, therefore, like 
the reſt, is wholly impertinent : For, notwithſtanding Mr. 
Gill's groundleſs Aſſurance, it does not ſo much as prove, 
that Tuſtin himſelf had the Aſſiſtance of the Spirit, of 
which he ſays not ane Word, to help him to underſtand 
the Scriptures ; and much leſs does it prove, that ſuch Aſ- 
ſiſtance is neceſſary to every Perſon, in order to his un- 
derſtanding thereof: And if it did, it would, as was ob- 
ſerv'd above, be nothing to Mr. Gill's Purpoſe, unleſs it 
alſo proved this Aſſiſtance to be irrefiſtible, and un- 
fruſtrable. 

I grant, the next Teſtimony ſounds ſomething more 
to the Purpoſe ; where, in his Dialogue with Trypho, Fu/tin 
Having introduced. a Preacher of the Goſpel, thus adviſes 
him, {at Trypho, as Mr. Gill, blundering on, according 
to Cuſtom, aftirms,) 2 Before all Things, pray that the 
6 Gates of Light, i. e. the Scriptures may be opened to 
£© you, for they are not ſeen, or comprehended by all, 
F© but by thoſe only, to whom God, thro? Chriſt, grants 


ce the Favour of underſtanding them.“ But what do theſe 


Words intend? Do they mean, that without new Facul- 


ties and Powers, or without extraordinary Aſſiſtances, the 


Goſpel cannot he underſtood ? No, they prove this only, 
that ſome Men are fo proud, conceited and prejudiced 
againſt the Truth, that God does not fee fit to ſend them 
the Goſpel, with ſuch Evidence as to oyercome their Pre- 


Judice and Vanity : Theſe are not the Perſons, for whom 


God intended, or to whom he has ſuited, the Goſpel Diſ- 
nſation: But, it is ſo fitted and adapted, by God, to the 
eek, and Humble, that they readily comply with it. 'T'o 

Perſons of this Diſpoſition, it is given to know the Thin 

of the Kingdom of God; but, to the others it is not. Sc 

that, even theſe Words are far from being ſo deciſive, as 

Mr. Gill imagines them, to prove the Neceſſity of the Aſ- 

ſiſtance of the Holy Spirit to underſtand the Scriptures 

altho' if they had proyed this, I fay again, they would 
| mae 
Dial. cum Trypho. p. 225. | 
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have been impertinent, as long as they ſay nothing of ir- 


feſiſtible and unfruſtrable Grace. Now, theſe are all the 
Paſſages, which Mr. Gill produces to prove, that Grace, 
or the Aſſiſtance of the Spirit, is neceſſary to the under 
ſtanding the Scriptures. He Jays, he is ſure they prove 
his Point. But, how ungrounded his Aſſurancè is, let the 
World judge, As for me, I am aſſured that the Propo- 
ſition itſelf is what the Remonſtrants will not conteſt with 
him : But for him, when he was to prove the unfruſtrable 
Grace of God, againſt the Arminians, to produce a Paſ= - 
ſage, which he himſelf owns, can prove no mote than 
the Neceſſity of God's Grace in general, to underſtand 
the Scriptures ; and when I had ſhewh him, it was wide 
of that Point alſo, to ſay, he thinks it is not, without 
offering any Proof; and then, being afraid that this would 
not do for him, to aſſert that, he was ſure the other 
Paſſages which follow would prove it, when *tis very 
certain, one of them proves no fuch Thing, and the other 
moſt probably has no ſuch Meaning, at leaſt it is very 
uncertain whether it has or not: What is this, but ins 
ſufferable Aſſurance, not to ſay ſomething worſe? He 
has * two Paſſages more, out of a Work, which tis very 
uncertain whether it belonged to Juſtin or no, the Epiſtle 
to Diognetus ; for, ſays the learned Dr. Grabe d, * tis never 
© mentioned by e Euſebius, nor any of the Ancients, a> 
% mongſt the Works of this primitive Writer.” And, 
what is ſtill a greater Ground of Doubting, as the above- 
cited Author declares, is the vaſt Difference of its Stile, 
from all his other Works, and thoſe little Witticiſms 
with which *tis filled, and rarely met with in the Wri- 
tings of that Holy Martyr. Theſe Things we ſay, not 
becauſe they contain any Matter of Controverſy between 
the Calvinits and Arminians; one of them only aſſerting 
that Men could not enter into the Kingdom of God, by 
their own Power, without the Power of God, as I know not 
who ever ſaid they could; and the other, that it was 
impoſſible . for our Nature to obtain Salvation without 
Chriſt ; to which alſo, every Remonſtrant agrees. In like 
Manner, he cites the Epiſtle of 4 Zenas, which even * Bel. 
larmine himſelf had not Courage enough to aſctibe to 
Tuſtin, and that, chiefly on © Wat of this Citation 1 5 

2 k. 


Cauſe of God, &c. p. 221. b Spicileg. Sec. ii. p. 165. 
© L. iv. c. 18. « Cauſe of God, p. 219. De Serip- 
toribus Eccleſ. p. 64 | 
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St. Paul, We are entirely Fleſh, and in us dwellt 10 ont 
Thing ; which, yet, tis uncertain whether this Author, 
whoever he was, ſays of Man, as he firſt came into the 
World, or of Perſons who have become fleſhly by evil 
Cuſtoms. In the laſt Place, he has * two other Citations 
from Juſtin's Dialogue with Trypho; one, conſiſting only 
of the Words of St. Paul, we became Sinners, were made 
Sinners; or, as he tranſlates him to a falſe Senſe, are born 
Sinners: Which Paſſage, I could not find in the Place he 
refers to, p. 327. The other Paflage, from p. 316, and 
272 of the ſame Dialogue, is fully replied to by 'Dr. 
7 itly, in his Treatiſe on Original Sin: To which 1 
„ Le wx 
I proceed now to the 6th Paſſage ] referr'd to, in Proof 
of Mr. Gilfs Impertinence, which is from La#antius, 
I. iv. c. 24. concerning Which J ſaid, it was equally fo- 
reign to his Point with the remarkable Paſſage of Pufin 
Keri, as not relating at all to Original Sin, free Will, 
or the Neceſſity of Grace; but only imports how neceſſary 
it was, that ſome Divine Meſſenger fhould come to reveal 
the Will of God to Men, without ſaying any Thing of 
the Neceſſity of Grace to underſtand this Revelation, 
when once made. The Chapter begins thus, Let us 
&« now conſider, whether a Teacher ſent from Heaven 
t can be other than perfect. I do not, as yet, ſpeak con- 
* cerning him, of whom they deny that he came from 
« God. Let us fuppoſe that one was ſent from Heaven 
<« to inſtruct Men, to fhape their Lives according to the 
cc Rudiments of Virtue, and form them to Righteouſneſs ; 
cc no one can doubt, but that Teacher who is ſent from 
« Heaven muſt be perfectly knowing in all Things, and 
« yirtuous, that ſo there may be a Difference between an 
cc earthly and heavenly Inflructor For, ſays he, Man 
e cannot, by any Means, have ſufficient Inſtruction of his 
* own vithin imſelf?“ And then he'goes on to give 
the Reaſon of this, which he fetches, not from Adam, nor 
Eve, nor the Serpent, nor the Fall; but from the Notion 
of the Philoſophers and Origen, from the Matter of which 
God at firſt created the Body, and the Imprifonment of 
the Soul therein, as in a Dungeon. For, fays he, the 
Mind being ſhut up in Bowels formed out of the Earth, 
& and hindered by the Corruption of the Body, can nei- 
* ther apprehend' nor embrace the Truth, without being 
« taught it by ſoms other.“ From hence, La#antins ar- 


gues 


* Cauſe of God, p. 219, 248. 


gues the Neceffity of a Meſſenger | 
make a Revelation of God's Will; but he fays * | 


at all of the Neceſſity of any farther Grace to apprehen 
it when made; and if he had, it would have been no- 
thing to the Point againſt the Remonſtrants, fo long as 
he Fa not aſſert this Grace to be unfruſtrable. | 
To the fame Purpoſe, is the ſeventh Paſſage I produced to 
ſhew. Mr. Gill's Impertinence ; which is, a Citation from 
La#antius, Book ii. c. 3. Man cannot come to the Know- 
ledge of the Truth, unleſs he is taught of God! By which he 
only intended, that a Revelation was neceffary to lead us 
to perfet Knowledge, but not at all, that we need the 
Divine Aſſiſtance to underſtand that Revelation; for he 


505 on to prove his Point, by ſhewing that the Philo- 
ſophe 


rs, for Want of a Revelation, were here at a Loſs: 
« Thus, ſays he, they arrived at the Summit of human 
« Wiſdom, ſo as to underſtand what is not; but they 
« could never arrive at the Knowledge of what is. 
« *Tis a known faying of Cicero's, I wiſh I could as eaſil 


& find out Truth, as refute Falſhood. But what is this 


to the Purpoſe, with reſpe&t to Original Sin, free Will, 
or the Neceffity of divine Grace; and more particu- 
larly to the Matter of irreſiſtible and unfruſtrable Grace? 
This Paſſage, when produced to prove any of theſe Things, 
muſt therefore be allowed an intolerable Piece of Im- 
pertinence. Ne es | AAS 
The eighth Inſtance of that Kind, which I alledg'd d, 
was that of La#antius, in his viith Book, Chap. 2. which 
is to the ſame Purpoſe with the reſt ; for he ſays, I he 
« Faintain of all the Errors of the Philoſopbers was, that 
« they did not comprehend the Method in which the 
& World is ordered, which contains in it all Wiſdom, 
but which cannot be comprehended by our Faculties, 


or that Underſtanding which is in ourſelves: Which 
« they being deſirous to do of themſelves without any 


Teacher, occaſioned their falling into divers and con- 
e tradiftory Opinions, out of which they had no Retreat. 
% For, as the Comic Poet ſays, In this Mud they all 
& ſtuck : Reaſon not correſponding to their Hypotheſes. 
% For altho* theſe were true, yet could they not be cer- 
s tainly aſſerted nor proved, without attaining the Truth 
* of heavenly Things,” i. e. of ScriptureRevelation : After 
which follows the Paſſage cited, which Truth cannot 
* be comprehended by Man, unleſs God teaches him; 


<« for, 
* Cauſe of God, p. 249. b Cauſe of God, ibid. 
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tt for, if Man could underſtand divine Things, he could 
« do them; for to underſtand, is, as it were, to follow 
c a Thing cloſely; but Man cannot do what God can, 
e becauſe he is cloathed with a mortal Body, and there- 
“ fore he never can underſtand, what God has done :” 
And after all, he concludes the Chapter with theſe remark- 
able Words; „ Wherefore it muſt needs be; that all 
« the Seats of the Philoſophers are diſtant , from the 
„Truth, becauſe they were founded by Men uninſpired: 
Neither can they Ac a ſure Foundation, who are 
« not ſupported by any divine Oracles.” Which Words, 
for certain, make it plain, that Lactantius throughout this 
Paſlage, ſpeaks only of the Neceflity of a Divine Reve- 
lation; and therefore, he who cites any Part of it, to 
prove Original Sin, as making againſt the Freedom of the, 
Will, or for the Neceſſity of unfruſtrable Grace; or indeed, 
any Aſſiſtances of the Divine Spirit to underſtand the 
<a muſt be miſtaken, and impertinent to the laſt 
gree. | N SIONS 
I come now to the concluding Inſtance I gave of Mr. 
Gill's Bungling, and that is, his citing ſo many Paſlages 
of the Fathers, which prove no more, than that the Aſ- 
fiſtances of the Spirit are neceſſary to the Performance of 
our Duty, and to eternal Salvation. My Words are 
theſe : And laſtly, when, he quotes ſo many of the Fa- 
<« thers, as aſſerting the Neceſſity of the gracious Aſſiſt- 
„ ances of the Spirit to the right Performance of our 
« Duty, and to the Enjoyment of eternal Salvation, they 
c ſay. no more, than Dr. Whitby aſſerts in his Treatiſe, 
« and all the Remonſtrants readily allow. The only 
“ Controverſy here, between the Remonſtrants and Anti- 
c remonſtrants, is, whether God is not ready to afford 
<« the Spirit to all, and whether the Operations of the Spi- 
cc rit are irreſiſtible.” To this home Charge, which L 
call ſo, becauſe it ſhews one Half of his Quotations in this 
Chapter, and I think all the next, to be a Complication 
of Impertinences, and nothing elſe ; he owns, that I ſay 
true , when I fay the Remonſtrants and Dr. Whitby own 
the Neceſſity of the Aids of the Grace of God, in order 
to Converſion and good Works. Well, and do the Fa- 
thers ſay any more? Don't they uſe the ſame Phraſes, and 
expreſs themſelves juſt in the ſame Manner? Why then 
are the Fathers quoted againſt theſe? O] ſays Mr. Gill, 


the Fathers believed the Neceſſity of ſupsrnatural Grace, 
8 
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as requiſite to Converſion and good Works. Why, and 


ſo does Dr. Fhitby and the Remonſtrants. Dr. Whitby in 


particular has theſe Words, Treatiſe, p. 131: In our 
« firſt Birth we receive no new and ſpiritual Nature, 
&« and are therefore only born after the Fleſh, and not 
cc after the Spirit, which we attain to, only when we are 
cc born of God. Now this Generation, when we be- 
4 come new Creatures, is, indeed, effected by the ſuper- 
cc natural Aid of the Spirit.” To which I ſhall add one 
Paſſage of the whole Bady of Remonſtrants at the Synod 
of Dort, in theſe Words; We add alſo, to exaggerate 


er Grace by all Manner of Ways, that a ſupernatural 


© Power is alſo conferr'd on the Will, and that hereby 
God immediately acts on the Will: Only let it be al- 
C lowed, that this Action does not neceflitate the Will 
te antecedently, and take away the Liberty and Power of 
„Willing.“ With what Face then can Mr. Gill ſay, 
the Remonſtrants and Dr. H/h:tby deny ſupernatural Grace, 
when they aſſert it in Words and Terms, as expreſs as any 
of his Party? Can he find any Paſſages in the Fathers 
more full, and more expreſs, for ſupernatural Grace, than 
theſe? If not, to what Purpoſe does the cite them, un- 
leſs to prove, they ſpeak juſt like the Arminians ; that as 
far as the Arminians go, they go; and that they proceed 
not one ſingle Step further. And when he adds, this ſu- 

rnatural Grace js ſpecial and unfruſtrable ; I muſt aſk, 
what is this to the Purpoſe? Is Mr. GPs ſaying fo any 
Proof? No; 'tis no better than begging the Queſtion ; 
for do any of the Fathers go this Length? Has he one 
Teſtimony aſſerting this? If not, none of them are ad 
rem, but all impertinent. 

Laſtly, When Mr. Gill ſays, that Dr. Whitby and the 
Remonſtrants mean no more by ſupernatural Grace, than 
what Pelagius calls the Grace of Nature, or moral Sua- 
ſion, or objective Evidence, in repreſenting Truth to the 
Underſtanding, and bringing it to Remembrance ; I an- 
ſwer, Let them mean by it what they will, they think *tis 
brought to them from above, in a ſupernatural Way, and 
that *tis ſomething added to their natural Powers and Fa- 
culties; ſo that to affirm they intend nothing by it, but 
what Pelagius intended by the Grace of Nature, is doing 
them the greateſt Injuſtice imaginable. But we have Rea- 
ſon to forgive this Man the Calumny he has here invented, 
ſince we have Room to hope it proceeded from Ignorance z 
tor, *tis not unlikely, that he knew nothing about Pela- 

2 gius 
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gius and his Tenets from original Authors, which- he .cag 
ſcarce read, but only had heard a Report amongſt his Par- 
ty, that ſuch a Man there was, who gave their St. Auſtin 
great Trouble to anſwer him, but whoa. ſuffered. much 
more from him, being, by Way of Confutatian, con- 
demned as a grievous, Heretick. Now this Man, - it ſeems, 
by Mr. Gill is taken to be exactly of the ſame Judgment 
with Arminius. I pity his Ignorance, and therefore ſhall 
ive him, and thoſe of his Party, who do not underſtand 
tin, a View of the Difference between the Arminian 
and Pelagian Opinions in the Matter of Grace, in the 
Words of ſome Perſons, who were better Maſters of this 
Subject than Mr. Gill; I mean, Renumſtrants at the Time 
of the Synod of Dort, whoſe Words are theſe :—2 < From 
„What we have faid, you may eaſily judge, how far our i 
„Opinion, in this Reſpect, is, from the Sentiments of 
<« the Pelagians and Semi-Pelagians, which have been eon- 
« demned. | ed'.os 
« Firſt, Pelagius attributed all to Nature; we acknow- 
<« ledge Grace. 21 12 
« Pelagius, when he was blamed for not owning the 
« Grace of God, began indeed to uſe the Term, but by 
© it intended nothing, but the Power of the Nature, 
« which God had created, i. e. the rational Will. We 
„% by Grace underftand a ſupernatural Gift. a 
„ Pelagius, being preſs'd by ſome Scriptures, did after- 
„ wards admit of this ſupernatural Grace, but placed it 
* only in the external Teachings of the Law. e, al- 
« though we ſay God offers us his Word, do yet ſay, 
5 that he internally cauſes the Underſtanding to believe. 
« Pelagius, afterwards, join'd the Grace by which Sins 
cc are forgiven, to that Which is external; we, not only 
<« acknowledge that Grace, but alſo what aſſiſts us to re- 
«« frain from Sin. „ 1 0 88 
* Pelagiys alſo granted, that beſide the former, the 
“ Grace of Chriſt was alſo neceſſary; but he made it 
« conſiſt only in the Doctrine and Example of Chriſt, 
« by which we are aſſiſted againft Sin. We acknowledge 
6 this and alſo place it herein, that he grants us the 
35 ien pin to enlighten the Underſtanding, and give 
5 Strength to the wil in oppoling Sin. 51, he 
„ Pelagius, after this, acknowledging the Aſſiſtance of 
* the Divine Power operating internally by the Holy 
2 8 = | cc Ghoſt, 
* Declaratio Sentent. Remonſtr. circ. Art. 3 & 4, de Gra- 
tia, &c. | 
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Ghoſt, placed it in the Illumination of the Underſtand- 
ing; but we believe it is not only neceſſary, we ſhould 
© know what is our Duty, but alſo, that we ought to beg 
« the Aſſiſtance of the Spirit, that we may chooſe, and 
be able to do it. | | 
&« Pelagius admitted of Grace, (whether Illuminations |, 
© only, or Aſſiſtances given to the Will alſo, is diſputed 
by ſome) that Man might the more eafily behave well. 
C We affirm, that Grace is, given, not that we might | 
the more eaſily do ſo, as if we could do it without 
Grace; but that tis abſolutely neceſſary to our having 
« ſufficient Power to do Good. | 
« Pelagius (aid, it was ſo far from being true, that 
Grace was neceſſary to good Works, that a Man might 
© keep the whole Law, love God, and overcome all 
« Temptations, by the Powers which he had implanted in 
© him at his Creation. But we are of Opinion, that 
Grace is neceſlary to every Act of Piety. 


&« Pelagius ſaid, that Man merited Grace by the Works 
© of Nature, But we with the Catholick Church con- 

he demn this Aſſertion. | 
by MY © Pelagius allo afterwards condemning this very Thing, 
re, by Grace underſtood partly natural Grace, which pre- 
* cedes all Merit, partly the Forgiveneſs of Sins, which 


© he confeſs'd was gratuitous: But he ſaid, that we merit 
© the ſpiritual Grace, by which we are aſſiſted to perform 
good Works, by others done thro' the Strength of Na- 
ture only, or at leaſt, by a Will or an imperfe& Deſire 
© after that which is good. But we ſay, we will that 
* which is good, becauſe God has prevented us by his 
© Grace, and excited in us a Defire of that which is 
good; for if what Pelagius ſays, were true, Grace. 


* would be no more Grace, becauſe it is not given gratui- 
* touſly, but for the Merit of Man. 


„Let all, who have a Chriſtian Spirit, judge fro 
it this our Confeſſion and Declaration of our Opinion, 
iſt, N whether we are juſtly accuſed of Pelagianiſm, and en- 
ige * deayour to introduce it into the Churches; yet theſe, 
the are the Cenſures of the Anti-remonſtrants concerning 
ive us, and which are now exhibited againſt us in this 

very Synod.” | 
of Now, let all the World judge, whether Mr. John Gill 
oly as not been guilty of unſufferable Raſhneſs in accuſing 
off, he Arminians of Pelagianiſm; which they are as free 


rom, as the moſt zealous 2 of them all: 


this is our Comfort, that we cannot be thus charged, but, 
at the ſame Time, all the holy Fathers of the Chriſtian N 
Church, from St. Clemens down to Auguſtin, muſt ſuſſer ll © 
with us, who always ſpeak of God's Grace, juſt as the 
Remonſtrants do. And of this I am the more convinc'd, 
becauſe, when I charg'd Mr. Gill with Impertinence, as 
not quoting any fingle Father, who faid more than' the 
Arminians, or who declared the Grace of God not granted 
to all, and unfruſtrable, he has not been able to produce 
one; and therefore, from his Inability to produce one per- 
tinent Citation, one clear Paſſage, in Favour of the Cal- 
wvini/tical, in Oppoſition to the Arminian Scheme, though 
provok'd and challeng'd to it, I may ſafely conclude, that 
he knows of no ſuch Paſſage, where they ſpeak otherwiſe Ill * 
than the Arminians. I think then, to uſe his own Expref- 
ſion, this Point is gained. ; 2 
And now, impartial Reader, you cannot but judge, that 2 
Mr. Gill was guilty of Impertinence, not in one or two 
Particulars only, but in every Particular wherein J char 
ed him; and by this fecble Defence, he has been fo far t 
from removing the Charge from off his Shoulders, that he 
has fix'd it faſter upon him. Every Sentence, or, at leaſt, MW © 
every Paragraph, is a new Inſtance of his Impertinence. 
So far as I have gone, I think I have ſufficiently made this 1 
appear: I preſume, therefore, this Point too is gained. 
I proceed now to my IIId Charge, which is, his great 
Weakneſs, in ſuppoſing, that the Paſſages of the Ancients 
make for his Opinion of Original Sin, which only ſay, 
Men by the Fall became mortal, loft the Image of God, 
are expoſed to greater Temptation, and more liable to Sin, 
To this Charge he gives fuch an Anſwer, as would even 
prove his great Weakneſs, if it had not been ſufficiently 
evident before . I anſwer, fays he, all this agrees 
« with the CalviniFical Opinion of it; and ſurely it dan 
ebe no Piece of Weakneſs, when giving an Account bf 
ce the Senſe of the Ancients concerning Original Sin, to 
« give the whole Account of it; of that Part in which 
ce they and we agree, as well as that in which we differ,” 
I reply ; it was not Mr. John Gill's Deſign to give a com- 
pleat Account of the Doctrine of Original Sin, as held by 
the Ancients, but only to ſhew that, where the CAHi⁰iνι 
and Arminians differ, the Ancients held with the Ca. 
againſt the Arminiant; for thus he ſpeaks in his Introduc- 
tion to the 4th Volume, p. 3. Since thoſe DoEtrines 
1 „ +47 65% -.+. 46 which 


* Poſtſcript, p. 49. 
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n © Which are commonly called Calviniſtical, are charged 
er with Novelty, and are repreſented, as running directly 
he <* contrary to the whole Stream of Antiquity, and the 
d, ( Sentiments of the ancient Fathers, and as entirely un- 
2 W@ <© known to the Chriſtian Church, before the Time of 
che Auſtin; when, on the other Hand, the Doctrines of the 
ted << univerſal Scheme are faid to be confirm'd by the con- 
<« current Suffrage of all Antiquity, and the expreſs and 
frequent Declarations of the ancient Fathers; it is ne- 
„ „ ceſſary, that this Affair ſhould be enquired into, and 
« examined, whether it is Matter of Fact or no: And 
bar this will be the Subject of the following Treatiſe.” And 
iſe again, p. 11. What I propoſe, and have in View, is, 
eto make it appear, that the Arminians have no Reaſon 
to boaſt of Antiquity on their Side.” And now I would 
appeal to the Reader, whether Mr. Gill is not really a very 
weak Man, to think the Arminians Boaſts will be ſtopp'd, 
by an Heap of Teſtimonies, which do not make againſt 
them? And is it not very mean in him to aſſert, that his 
Book was to give an Account of the Senſe of the Anci- 
ents about Original Sin in general, when his own Words 
declare, he intended only to ſhew, that Antiquity was for 
the Cakvinifts againſt the Arminians, and that they had no 
Reaſon to of Antiquity in their Favour. But the 
Arminians are a Set of People, whoſe Boaſts of Antiquity 
are not to be prevented by Paſſages, that ſay only what 
WH they ſay themſelves: They therefore heartily pity the 
od. Man, who is weak enough to ſuppoſe, that ſuch Paſſages, 
zin as to them, can be of any Service. But after this, Mr. 
ven Ci thus goes on?; Do the Paſſages cited by me under 
«* this Article, only prove, that Men by the Fall are li- 
recs able to a temporal Death? Have I not produced Paſ- 
<« ſages ſhewing, that by the Fall Men are under a ſpiri- 
e tual Darkneſs and Death; or that they are dead in Sin, 
e through the Snare of the Serpent, and cannot do that 
„ which is good? Did the Image of God in Man conſiſt 
<« only in the Immortality of his Body? Did it not chiefly 
<« lie in the rational Faculties of the Soul, in his Know- 
<« ledge and Holineſs? And was not this the Senſe of the 
“ Ancients, when they ſpeak of the Loſs of this Image: 
„Do they not ſay, that thro' the Diſobedience of Adam, 
* the whole Image of Man was deſtroy'd, and that he 
* loſt true Reaſon; ſo that that which is good, has no 
E 2 „Place 
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& Place in him? Do not the Citations male by l, 
% ſhew, not only that Men are expoſed to Sin, and art 
4 prone to it; but that they are born Sinners, born un- 
« der Original Sin, born with Impurity; yea, infected 
© with Sin before they were born ? Nay, that they fell 
« and were condemned, thro' the Diſobedience of Azam; 
« infomuch, that without Chriſt they cannot be ſaved ; 
and that they are held by the Devil, in Hell, for the 
« Sin of Adam, the Fault of which is transferred to 
„ them?” Now, to this Fanſwer; 1. As to the Paſſage 
referred to in 7u/tin, p. 219, where he aſſerts, that we 
were Sinners, were made Sinners, or born Sinners; for it 
may be tranſlated either Way; I can fay little, becauſe ! 
could not meet with it in the Place to which he has re- 
ferr'd ; however, thus much may be ſaid, that if Fa/tin 
fays no more, he ſays nothing to Mr. G:/Ps Purpoſe, be- 
cauſe the Queſtion will return, in what Senſe St. Fu/ti 
uſes the Word Sinners; as 'tis now the Queſtion between 
us, in what Senſe St. Paul uſes that Word, Rom. vsv. 
2. The two Paſlages of Origen referr'd to, are alſo no- 
thing to the Purpoſe; for as to that from Lib. IV. againf 
Celſus, In Adam all dis, and are condemned in the Likenef 
Adam's Tranſgreffion, which the divine Mord ſays u , 
much of ſome one, as of all Mankind, — far the Curſe. 
Adam is common to all: You will find it cited at large in 
Dr. Whithy's Treatiſe, p. 275, Cc. and there fully ex- 
plain'd, and ſhewn, not to confirm, but deſtroy their Doc- 
trine of Original Sin: And that other from his fifth Ho- 
mily on Feremiah, where he ſays, In Adam all die, an- 
fo the whole World fell, and needs raiſing again, that all 
Men be made alive by Chrift ; is one of. thoſe Paſſage 
which I before charged on him as a Proof of his Weak- 
neſs, as declaring no more, than, that all Men by Adam's 
Tranſgreſſion, fall under Death, and netd a Reſurrection 
in order to their being made alive by Chriſt; which nc 
Remonftrant ever. denied. F LS Mere 
3. As to the Paſſages of Macarius the Egyptian, cited 
2 him, p. 253, 254, I refer him for an Anfwer and 
Key to them, to the Doctor's Treatiſe, p. 7, — II. p. 
282, — 286. FE ACh iat Fo Scuba rn 
4. He cites this Paſſage from Athanaſius, in his Cauſe 
God and Truth, p. 259; When Man finned and felt, thri 
his Fall all Things were diflurbed; | Death reigned from 
Adam to Chriſt ; the Earth was curſed, Hell was opened, 
Paradiſe was ſhut, Heaven was angry, and wt length, Man 
3 Was 
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twas corrupted and flain, Now this, alſo, is what the Doctor 
has quoted and clear'd up to full Satisfaction, Treatiſe, 
p. 288; only I would adviſe Mr. Gill, another Time, not 
to tranſlate Hades, Hell, as he very ignorantly does here 
ſince. theſe were, in the Opinion of the Ancients, very 
different Places. ls 

F. As to the Paſſages in Hilary of Poictiers, p. 263. 
they are alſo nothing to the Purpoſe : They prove no more, 
than that we derived a Proneneſs to Sin, from the Fall; 
that our Sin and Unbelief may, in a remote Senſe, be ſaid 
to ariſe from the Tranſgreſſion of our firſt Parents; that 
in one Man, all Mankind went, or were led, aſtray. 
Which Truth, and the Method of it, is at large explain'd 
in Dr. Whitby's firſt Chapter. As to the Paſlages referr'd 
to, p. 264, Adam's Fall is not treated of, nor ſo much 
as mentioned in any of them, 

6. The Caſe is the ſame with reſpe& to the Paſſages 
cited from Vidtorinas Afer, p. 267 ; there is nothing ſaid in 
any pf em, about Adams Sin, nor that has the leaſt Re- 
ference to It. 8 S 

wy 7 The Paſſages out of Gregory Naxianzen, which I ſup- 
pole are referr'd to, p. 27 3, prove only, that Men ſinned 
fin what Senſe is not ſaid] in Adam; and that they fell 
under Condemnatim e By which muft be underſtood Con- 
demnation to Death. None of this can at all ſerve Calvi 
niſin, and he who ſuppoſes it can, muſt, I humbly con- 
ceive, be a very weak Perſon. . - 06-2 

8. For an Anſwer to what he takes from Cyril, p. 269. 
and Bal, I refer him to the Doctor's Treatiſe, p. 150, 
and 285. And the ſame I do alſo, with regard to the 
Paſſage of Optatus, which is fully clear'd, Treatiſe, p. 179. 
When therefore he aſks, I bether be has not PajJages 


from the Fathers, proving that Mex are held by. the Devil 


in Hell for the Sin of Adam; I muſt anſwer, no: He has 
not produc'd one ſingle Paſſage to that Purpoſe, from the 
Beginning of his Book to the Edo. 64K 
- 9. However he refers us to two Pa of Hilary the Dea- 
can; to be found, p. 282; of his Book. The firſt is, out of his 
Commentary on the Romans : Speaing of Sin's being con- 
demned by the Croſs of Chriſt, e, ſays he, the Authority, 
as it. were, of Sin," was taken away, by which it held Men 
apud.inferos 5 Hades,] for the Sin of Adam. The other 
is from his nentary on the Calgiaus, to the ſame 
Effect, Being delivered, he, 2 4 State of Darkneſs, 
chat is, bring pulled aut is] Hader, wherein we were 


, 


detained 
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detained by the Devil, both for our own Sin and tl Hin 
Adam. Now all that St. Hilary fays, and means here, is 
only this, that Men ſuffer Death for Adam's Sin, as the 
Apoſtle ſays, and we allow; In Adam all die Hence it 
comes to paſs, that our Bodies are detained in the Grave; 
and our Souls apud inferos, in Hades, as the Fathers ſup- 
poſed, under the Cuſtody of the Devil, who, as the Au- 
thor to the Hebrews obſerves, had the. Power of Death. But, 
that Hilary thought any Soul was kept in Hell, [under- 
ſtanding what is commonly meant by that Word, ] fot 
Adam's Sin, is falſe : *T'is what, perhaps, he never thought 
of; at leaſt, tis certain he ſays the contrary, even in his 
fore-cited Commentary on the Romans: His Words are 
theſe; Me do not endure the ſecond Death in Hell for Adam's 
Sin; but only by Occafion there, tis exatted for our own Sin. 
»Tis then apparent, what Sort of a Tranſlator this is, who 
thinks the Word Inferi, * where means Hell; whereas 
he might have learnt from Tertullian, and other Ancients, 
that Inferi, in them, denotes the Place where Souls were 
detained between Death and the Reſurrection, which the 
Greeks call Hades. See Tertull. L. iv. c. Mare. c. 5 i. And 
De Anima, ſub Titulo, De Inferis, & an illuc omnes Anime 
tompellantur. And from this Paſſage of Hilary, tis alſo plain 
he did not believe that innocent Infants, for Adam's Sin 
alone, are born liable to God's Wrath and the fecond 
10. The Paſſages of St. Ambreſe, do indeed declare, be 
thought Mankind defiled in Adam, and that we are un- 
done and deſtroyed in him; but then, tis plain, he did 
not mean, that we are undone. or deftroyed both Body lf ſ. 
and Soul in Hell: For, ſpeaking of Infants dying before h 
Baptiſm, he tells us , he don't know but they may go to P 
Heaven: However, let them, ſays he, be free rom Puniſh- a 
ment, whether they go to Heaven or not. t *tis plain i 
he was unſettled about that Point, whether Perſons. are If :/ 
zorn Children of Wrath, and under God's Diſpleaſure. . 
11. Mark the Eremite ſays only, p. 290. Cunctique Pec- if a 
cato Tranſgreſſionis fuerunt, ideaque capitali Sententid con- i ir 
demnati All Men. were condemned to Death for Adam's F 
Tranfſgrefſion, ſa that without Chriſt they cannot be ſaued ; b 
which all allow * ** "ee: — wa it, All 2 I 
were gui in ran | ire to know MW 4 
1 be the of 4 Word for (guilty? But I fu Im 
what he lays his Streſs upon, muſt be theſe Words, In _ | 
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* Ambr. I. ii. De Abraham. Patriarch. c. 11. 


| that without Chriſt we cannot be ſaved : But how does this 
do him any Service? Do not the Remonſtrants unani- 
mouiſly own, that by Adam's Sin, Death came into the 
World, that a Reſurrection is neceſſary to Mens Salvation, 
and to that End it was requifite for Chriſt to come into 
the World, and by his Death and Reſurrection conquer 
Death, without which, Life and Immortality had never 
% %o ie 

So that, when we take a Survey of the Whole, we ſee 
that out of thoſe many Paſſages he has referred to in his 
Poſtſcript, as containing all his Strength, not one is to his 
Purpoſe ; unleſs, perhaps, a Paſſage or two of St. Ambroſe, 
which ſpeak ſomewhat of Man's deriving Pollution and 
Corruption from Adam: But then, the main Thing which 
we deteſt in their Doctrine of Original Sin, is, that it 
makes us by our Birth, liable to God's Wrath and Curſe. 
This is what neither Hilary the Deacon, nor the other 
Hilary of Poidtiers, no nor Ambroſe himſelf allow; none 
of them run the Lengths of Calviniſm in this Point: For 
tho* they, and one or two more amongſt the Ancients, 
vented ſome odd and fingular Notions about Original Cor- 
ruption, yet were they not of Mr. Gill's Mind, even in 
that Point. This, I think, I have proved, by conſidering 
the remarkable Paſſages, which Mr. Gil has put at the 
Bottom of his Page; and of which we may moreover ſay, 
that almoſt all of them are too late, in Reaſon, to build 
upon, being but about the Middle of the fourth Century ; 
and they have alſo the Misfortune to be either weak, and 
little to the Purpoſe, or elſe altogether impertinent. 
But now, in the laſt Place, I ſhall confider what h 
ſays in Anſwer to my Charge of Weakneſs, brought again 
him, ſor ſuppoſing every Paſſage of the Fathers to his 
Purpoſe, which ſays, Men loſt God's Image, meaning 
alone his Immortality: He aſks *; Did the Image of God 
in Man conſiſt only in the Immortality of. his Body ? Did it not 
chiefly lie in the rational. Faculties of the Soul, in his Know- 
ledge and Hilineſs * To which I anſwer ; theſe 
are nothing to the Purpoſe : For the preſent Query is, 
in what the Fathers, cited by Mr. Gill, place God's Image? 
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by the Fall, we have no Buſineſs to enquire what God's 


ireneus underſtood by it? And if he, by God's Image, 
meant no more than Immortality, then we know, when 


\ Poſtſcript, p. 49- 
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For if Irenæus, for Inſtance, ſays, Men loſt God's Image 
Image means- in Scripture, or other Authors, but what 
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he ſays, Men loſt it by whe Fall, he can only intend, that 
thereby they became mortal. But be aſks next *, M. 
ther the Ancients did not intend by it, the rational Faculties 
of Adam's Soul, his Knowledge and Holineſs? Whereto F 
anſwer, no; neither all, nor the moſt ancient: I inſtance 
in Irenæus, who is the firſt he refers to, p. 224, of his 
Cauſe of God and Truth: By the Image and Likeneſs of 
God, in which Man was made, tis plain he intends only, 
that Man was made immortal; according to that Paſſage 
of the Bont of Wiſdom, ch. i. ver. 2, 3. where tis faid, That 
Cod made Man, an Image of his own Immortality. The Words 
of Jrenæus ſhow, [See Whithy on Original Sin,] that he 
Intended no more by the Image of God, where he ſays, 
< The ſecond Adam was made the Image of God, that 
„Men might live. And again, the Mortal ought to be 
* ſwallowed up of the Immortal, and the Corruptible of 
c the Incorruptible; thereby Man is again made after 
* the Image and Likeneſs of God. And elſewhere, he 
« ſays, Chriſt has not truly redeemed us by his Blood, 
c if he has not made Man; ſo reſtoring to his Work- 
„ raanſhip, what was ſaid of Man in the Beginning, that 
< was made according to the Image and Likeneſs of 
4 God.” I had referr'd to this Paſſage before in the Mar- 
Pn of my Tranſlation, as an Inſtance, that the Image of 
od amongſt the Ancients, ſometimes intends Immortality 
only: And yet Mr. Gill, to give Proof of his Weaknefs 
to all Mankind, has alſo inſerted it in his Margin, as a 
Proof of the contrary. | 
But ſuppoſe theſe Paſſages were full to Mr. G:1/s Pur- 
poſe, what would that be to the Matter in Hand? I 
charged him with exceeding Weakneſs in citing ſeveral 
other Paſſages, as not to the Purpoſe : Thoſe Paſſages I 
referr'd to in the Margin: Now what Reply does he 
make to this? Why, fays he, ſuppoſe theſe Paſſages be- 
fide the Queſtion, have I not cited other Paſſages, which 
prove my Point? I anſwer, no; he has not: But if he 
Had, what is that to our prefent Purpoſe? If I fay, Mr. 
Gill, you are miftaken, when you cite Fu/tin Martyr, and 
Trenæus, for Original Sin; who will not laugh, and think 
him weak and ignorant, if he ſhall reply, No, Sir, I am 
not; for Optatus, both the Hilary's, and St. Ambroſe, (who 
lived not till an hundred Years after) held ſo. Now thi 
is Mr. Gills Caſe: He fays not one Word but what 
betrays his Infirmity. $567: . 


Poſtſcript, p. 49. 
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Fw. 1 charged Mr. Gill with great Parriality, in r iting 
Du che Paſſages of Vaſius, which relate to Original Sin, 
” eithout taking Notice of Dr. F/hitby's Replies to them. 
r. Gill, here, has very pleaſantly miſtook me *; for he 
* Wuppoſes 1 charge bim with reciting all the Paſſages of Yoſ- 
E, every individual Place in him, relating to Original 
f in; whereas I never intended any ſuch Thing. I did not 
» Wicſign to infinuate to the Reader, that Mr. Gill has recited, 
* Paſfages out of Laus, which he has no Where recited ; 
r nd therefore he might have ſpared all that long Harangue 
e thought fit to ſubjoin, which is founded merely og his 
e wn Miſtake: For my Meaning was but this, that in re- 
„ Witing all the Paſſages of Yofſrus concerning Original Sin, 
t Which are in his Book, he ever omits to take Notice of 
r. //hitbys Replies to them; which is neither fairly nor 
f Foneſtly done; for whoever urges any Paſſages, as Proofs 
er f his Opinion, ſhduld in all Reaſon endeavour to ſhew, 
at the Senſe the contrary Party puts upon them, is not 
d, Ihe true one. But ſoon after, he gives ſome Reaſons for 
— is not anſwering the Doctor's Replies; namely ®, that 
a 


y are weak, trifling, and evaſive; and the Teſtimonies 
mtinue firm, notwith/tanding the Oppoſition made to them. 
Riſum teneatis, amici. Lyery one that reads the Doctor's 
Vritings and Mr. Gi/Ps, will never believe this; the Doc- 
dr never uſed to write after Mr. Gs weak, trifling, and 
gie Manner; if he had, no Doubt, Mr. Gi would 
ave been glad to catch at any weak and trifling Place to 
poſe him; he would have readily took the Opportunity 
have ſhewn, that his Teſtimonies continue firm, not- 
ithſtanding the Oppoſition made to them. But, no 
doubt, the true Reaſon why he did not anſwer the Doc- 
's Exceptions, if he knew of them, was his Inability 


he pr that Taſk. But he goes on to aſſign a farther Rea- 
be- Wn, why he did not ahſwer what the Doctor had 
uch id, with regard to theſe Paſſages; and that is, becauſe ©, 
he IF it generally proceeds by fetting* other Paſſages againſt 
— them; and which are ſometimes not taken our of theit* 
an 


own Writings, but ſuch as go by their Names: Thus, 


another taken out of the 7th Book againſt the Dona» 
%, which is none of his, tho? aſcribed to him.” A 
this Wichty Reaſon this, for not conſidering the Doctor's An- 


* Poſtſcript, p. o. * Ibid.” p. 51. © Ibid, 
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for Inſtance, the Teſtimony of Optatus is oppoſed by 


what ers \ The plain Truth is, Mr. Gill had a Mind to fp 
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his Neck out of Collar. And if you ſhould wonde 
how the Fathers ſhould come to differ not only from 
one another, but from themſelves, as is pretended, he! 
ſhows you, that this is nothing ſurprizing *; «« More-& 
c over, ſays he, it ſhould not be wondered at, that theſe 
« ancient Writers ſhould ſometimes ſay Things, which! 
« ſeem to militate againſt this Doctrine; ſince they wrote? 
* without Guard, no Controverſy having been moved a. 
ee bout it.” This is a poor Story, ſince the Arminiani 
may make equal Uſe of it againſt the ng aol how- 
ever, tis a clear Acknowledgment, that they ſpeak many 
Things, that are very like Arminianiſm. But he goes on 5, 
« Tf this was a Device of Auſtin's, as it is ſaid to be, ti 
14 « ftrange, that ſo many of theſe Writers ſhould hit upon 
« it, and fo ftrongly expreſs it.” Tis not ſtrange at all, 
out of ſuch a Number of Writers, if two or three ſhould 
have ſome fuch wild Whims floating in their Brains, as 
Auſtin's afterwards were full of, and out of which hel 
form'd a very fanciful and indefenſible Syſtem. | 

But the moſt extraordinary Paſſage under this Head, 
comes laſt ©: « One Teſtimony, fays Mr. Gill, in Favou 
« of Original Sin, before the Controverſy was moved, if 
* of more Weight than ten againſt it.” What a ſtrange 
Aſſertion is this! Sure he thinks the People will believe 
him, let him ſay what he will: What! if we have tei 
Times as much Evidence for four whole Centuries of the 
pureſt Ages of the Church, on the Arminian Side of the 
Queſtion, as the Calviniſts have, is our ten Times greateli 
Evidence to give Way to their ten Times leſs? Ong 
would think, none, for very Shame, ſhould dare to aſſe 
fuch a Thing. However, this is plain, that the Catvini 
is conſcious to himſelf, that the Evidence for him in An 
tiquity is far inferior to that for the Remon/frant, and there 
fore muſt give up Antiquity as evidently againſt him, « 
talk ſuch wild Things as theſe ; for nothing but Neceſſiti 
could make any but a mere Madman write after thi 
Manner. 

But to return to my Charge againſt Mr. Gill, of Par 
tiality in reciting all the Paſſages he does from Vaſſius H 
anſwers, he has no Occaſion to meddle with Dr. Vpbith 
Reply ; becauſe, fays he, *tis weak, trifling, and evaſive 
J had charg'd him particularly with being inexcuſable i 
reciting the Paſſages of Vaſſius as Origen and Chry/o/ton 
after Dr. Nhitiy had replied to them; which, ſince 2 

| | 
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Gill takes no Notice of, I fhall refer my Reader to them, 
s they ſtand in my Tranſlation, and deſire he would be 
Kt the Pains of conſulting them; by which he will ſee, 
Sthat the Doctor's Replies are ſo far from being weak, tri- 
Iaing, and evaſive, as Mr. G pretends, that they are 
Iſtrong, ſolid, and unanſwerable. 

And firſt, concerning Origen, whom Mr. Gill, after 
Vſſius, quotes ſo often for Original Sin; ſee what the 
Doctor ſays, from p. 146 to 150. To which may be add- 
ed, another Paſſage of the Doctor's concerning Origen, 
from p. 271 to 280. From which Paſſages it is evident, 
„it was the conſtant Opinion of Origen, that Men do not 
ſuffer the Evils they endure, for Adam's Sin, but that they 
all happen to us for Sins of our own, committed in a præ- 
:xiſtent State. 

And then, from what Father has Mr. Gill more Paſ- 
ages than from St. Chry/o/tome * And yet, who is there, 
bat has ſpoken more plainly for the Arminian Scheme? 
hat he believed the ſame Things with them, is evident 
rom that Paſſage of the Doctor's Treatiſe, from p. 15 3 
So 155. To which we may ſubjoin that other excellent 
a allage, from p. 296 to 298. 

And now, courteous Reader, after you have peruſed 
eſe Paſſages, (which I would have tranſcribed, if they 
ad not been too long for this ſmall Treatiſe,) I do not 
Woubt, but you will think what Mr. Gi aſſigns, as the 
eatel Neaſon why he does not anſwer the Doctor's Replies to the 


OnMUuotations he ſtole from Yoſſins, to be a mere Evaſion, and 
aſſen ot the true Reaſon. Why he did not anſwer them, 
- ini cally was, becauſe he could not; and this is the more 
An lain, becauſe, though he is not one of the moſt patient 


Men, yet he bears, with admirable Calmneſs, his Charge 
of Ignorance and Partiality in pretending to cite Origen 
nd Chry/o/tome for Original Sin; to which, knowing it to 
de very true, and caring neither to own his Ignorance or 
Diſhoneſty, he _—_ his Hand upon his Mouth, and vouch- 


' PacſWafes not a ſingle Word of Reply. 
„ V. and laſtly, I charged him with Unfairneſs, in ſup- 
pithy preſfing thoſe Paſſages of the Ancients, which make plain- 


y and fully for Man's Freedom of Will; to which he 
eplies a: I am not conſcious to myſelf of this Matter : I have 
ited or wt th to thoſe very Paſſages, frim Juſtin, Athe- 
agoras, Tatian, and Irenæus, quoted by this * 
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Vea, but not in Words at Length; you have, indeed, 
referred to the Places, where they are to be found; 
but the Paſſages themſelves you have wiſely ſupprefs'd. 
After you have quoted the Paſſages, you think you can 
make he common People believe to be for you, in Words 
at Length, then comes a Line to tel! them, that there are, 
indeed, ſome Paſſages concerning the Freedom of the Will, 


in the ſame Writer, with a Reference at the Bottom ta 
the Places, where they may be ſound ; but you think they | 


are ſo and fo reconcilable with the reſt; but your un- 
learned Reader muſt take your Word for that, for you 
will not tranſcribe thoſe Paſſages, for him to be Judge of 
the Matter; no: More Profeſſors than of one Sort are a- 


fraid to ſuffer the common People to read ſuch, as they | 
8 heretical Books, or have a Sight of heretical | 


aflages in the ancient Writers. 


After this, follows a vain Boaſt of his having gained 


his Point, and that, becauſe of my feeble Oppoſition : Alas | 
if he thinks I could write a . Anſwer to his inſignifi- 


cant and injudicious Book, he is very much miſtaken : I 


would, at no Rate, undertake fo mean a Taſk, as to con- 
fute what needs no Confutation ; yea, what a thoughtful 
Reader will ſufficiently confute, himſelf. My only View 
was, to ſhew a vain-glorious, conceited Man, that he was 
not ſo big as he fancied himſelf; to convince Mr. Gill, 
that Mr. Gill has leſs Learning than he imagined ; and this 
Paint, J hope, is gained; tho' I do not know, whether it 
is or not; but if it is not, I ſhall hardly take more Pains 
to gain it hereafter. And ſo much ſhall ſuffice with re- 
ſpect to that Part of my Introduction, which related to 
his Book. 

But beſides this, J have ſome other Things to reckon 
with him for: He has added at the End of his Pof- 
fſeript, a vile and wicked Paragraph *, wherein he ac- 
cuſes me of Hing; and ſays, tis a reigning Sin in me. 
belied him, he ſays, before, in the Caſe of Voſſius; that 
is, in ſaying he recited all the Paſſages of Veſſius concern- 
ing Original Sin, which he has recited, without any No- 
tice of Dr. Mhitiy's Anſwers. But this, 'tis plain, was 
no Lye, but only his own Miſtake. He next accuſes me 
of belying Dr. Whitby, in ſaying, “ In his Diſcourſe on 
© the five Points, he is content to touch lightly on the Sub- 
t ject of Original Sin, and refers his Reader for further 
“Satisfaction, to the preſent T'reatiſe ;” whereas, ſays 55 

1455 
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Gill, „The preſent Treatiſe was not then publiſhed ; nor 
« does the Doctor ever refer to it, as in Manuſcript ; 
cc only in his Preface he tells his Reader, that he had com- 
0 poſed ſuch a Treatiſe, twenty Years before, but had not 
ce thought its Publication adviſeable.“ 

Now, ſeveral Things I could fay, were I diſpoſed to 
excuſe myſelf ; as, that what Mr. Gill ſays, is not ſo ver 
different from what I fay : I fay, he refers to this Treatilo 
in his Book of the five Points; he ſays, he mentions it in 
his Preface to it, which is a Part of his Book, as a ſet 
Treatiſe, compoſed purpoſely on the Subject of Om 
Sin; and therefore, to be ſure, fuller than thoſe occaſional 
Paſſages, which are ſcattered in the Doctor's Diſcourſe. 
But, to lay all Excuſes aſide, I ſhall only ſay this, that I 
borrowed, and read the Doctor's Book on the five Points, 
about two Years ago, and truſting too far to my Memory, 
I now ſee I was wrong; for I acknowledge the Caſe is 
juſt as Mr. Gill repreſents it. And this, I think, is the 
only Miſtake he has found in the Introduction; which 1 
openly and frankly acknowledge, without ſeeking any Shifts 
or Evaſions, either to excuſe or leſſen my Fault; only an- 
other Time I would adviſe him to uſe a gentler Word ; 
a Lye, I think, is a harder Name than it deſerves; and 
then, he ſhould conſider, if every Miſtake or Inadver- 
tency muſt preſently be a Lye, how himſelf will eſcape 
many ſuch Charges. ——But we are not yet come to the 
worlſt ; he ſays, I cloſe my Charges with the moſt wil- 
„e ful, ſtudied Lye, that could be deviſed.” The Paſlage 
he refers to, is in p. 41 of my Introduction, where, 
ſpeaking of his Faults, I ſay; “ And even theſe I could 
have been contented to have paſſed over in Silence, had 
I not been ſenſible, that of late he is fo elated with his 
* own Performances, particularly his Libel againſt Mr. 
© Chandler, as to go from Houſe to Houſe to trumpet 
* forth his own Praiſes.” Here, fays Mr. Gill, I call 
* upon my Friends, and all that know me, to bear Wit- 
* neſs for me, and againſt this Man; yea, I challenge 
even the greateſt Adverſaries I have, to point out any 
« Inftance of this Nature, tho' in the moſt diſtant Man- 
„ ner.“ Well, but have Patience a little, left you hu 
your Friends to bear Witneſs to an Untruth : For I was ſo 
far from wilful Lying, that I till take the Thing you are 
there charged with, to be really Fact. Upon the Publica- 
tion of your Libel againſt Mr. Chandler, it was reported 
to me by feveral, that your Admirers went about, 4 * 
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elared, that Mr. Chandler could not anſwer. you; that it 
was beyond his Power : Soon after which, I had it from 
the Mouths of credible and ſubſtantial Witneſſes, eaſy 
to be found, if wanted, that you yourſelf declared, you 
had anſwered Mr. Chandler, confuted, and nail d him down ;; 
from whence it ſeem'd to me apparent, that you had taken 
ſome Pains with your Admirers, to inſtil into them, this 
Opinion of your — as unanſwerable, and that 
they were herein only your Echoes. And this I found 
myſelf the more ready to believe, becauſe you had before this 
ſhewn your Inclination to boaſt of your Learning. Wit- 
neſs, what you wrote againſt Dr. Abraham Taylor, which 
Paſſage I cited in my Introduction: But my Quotation 
from your own Work, you were pleas'd to call“ imper- 
fect, and mangled: Why you ſhould fay fo, I know 
not; for tho' I left out a few Words at the Printer's Re- 
queſt, that the Preſace might not exceed that Page, yet 
J took great Care that the Senſe ſhould not be altered. 
However, ſince Mr. Gill may deſire the Reader ſhould 
ſee his own Account of himſelf without Abridgment, I 
will give it entire, as it is in his Book b. 

« If I am become a Fool in glorying, as the Apoſtle 
tc ſays in another Caſe, this Man has compelPd me, by 
e his rude and inſolent Treatment of myſelf and o- 
ec thers. Does he underſtand Latin, Greek, and F&brzaw ? 
« $ do I; tho' I queſtion whether he does underſtand 
& the latter; fince otherwiſe, I doubt not, but we 
© ſhould have had Flourifhes of that, as well as of his 
& Greek and Latin. Has he read the Claffics ? So have I. 
J read Virgil at nine Years of Age; an Age, at which, 
« if my Information is right, this Man could not have 
< learnt his Mother Tongue. Has he read Logick, Rhe- 
* torick, Ethicks, Phyſicks, and Metaphyficks ? So have I. 
„ Has he read the Ethnick Philoſophers, Plataniſis and 
« Stoicks © So have I. Has he read the Greet and Roman 
&« Hiſtorians, Herodotus, Pauſanias, Livy, Salluſt, &c. So 
« have I. Has he read the Greet and Latin Fathers of 
c the Chriſtian Church, and Church Hiſtory ? So have I, 
Does he underſtand any of the Oriental Languages be- 
& fides the Hebrew, if he does that? He does not: I do. 
% Has he read the Fewih Targums, and Miſna, the ww 
cc al- 


* Poſtſcript, p. 58. b The Neceflity of good Works 
unto Salvation conſider'd, p. 36. Fe 
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« Talmuds, Babylonian, and Feruſalem, the Rabbot, Midra- 
« ſhim, Zohar, with other Writings of the Fews, ancient 
« and modern? He has not: I have.” And now, good 
Reader, you are able to judge, whether the Things I 
left out were omitted to his Diſadvantage: I am ſure the 

were not ; for the Paſlage as it ſtands at Length, has not 
a Whit leſs Oftentation, only it has more III- nature. 
Now, can a Man who is cuilty of ſuch monſtrous Va- 
nity, and making ſuch a great Clatter with his Learn- 
ing, be thought incapable to boaſt of it in private ? Nay 
is it not rather impoſhble he ſhould let his Tongue lie ſtill, 
on ſuch a beloved and favourite Theme? But himſelf 
ſeems ſenſible, that this Paſſage would incline his Reader 
to believe, what was reported of him, might be true ; and 
therefore he ſays *, © If any Perſons ſhould conceive from 
« this Paſſage, that I have behaved with Pride and Vanity, 
« and not with that Modeſty and Humility, becoming a 
« Miniſter of the Goſpel; it ſhould be known, that 
« what I have there written, was ſaid in Self-vindication, 
« when my Character was rudely attacked, and is what 
« was forced from me, thro' the haughty Inſolence of 
<« an over-bearing Creature ;” ſo he calls a Man, who, 
J believe, is every Way his Superior. But, ſuppoſe all he 
ſays were true, and out of Doubt, could he not have 
been content to ſay, he had ſome Somos in the Lan- 
guages, and ſome Taſte in Fewihh and Chriſtian Learning, 
without exhibiting ſuch a pompous Enumeration of Par- 
ticulars? This, ſome think, would have been much more 
for his Credit, and nearer to Truth : For his Skill, either 
in the Languages, Cuſtoms or Opinions of the ancient 
Fews and Chriſtians, does not appear to be great. But 
we have Reaſon to think he was not diſpleas'd at this Op- 
portunity of letting the World know his Learning, ſince 
in his former Tra# againſt the ſame Dr. Taylor d, without 
being forced to it, he takes an Occaſion to praiſe himſelf, 
and let the World know what an able Man he is. I 
« hope, ſays he, thoſe in the Pelagian and Arminian 
«© Schemes, will not fit ſtill; we have both Ability and 
„ Leifure to attend them.” What can he fay to this? 
Did thoſe he calls Pelagians and Arminians, ever attack 
him rudely, and force him thus to brag of his Sufficiency ? 


Noz 


* Poſtſcript, p. 56. 
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